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The Tripartite Conference in Moscow 


ANGLO-SOVIET-AMERICAN COMMUNIQUE 


HE Conference of Foreign Secretaries of the United 

States of America, Mr. Cordell Hull; of the United 

Kingdom, Mr. Anthony Eden; and of the Soviet 
Union, Mr. V. M. Molotov, took place at Moscow from 
the nineteenth to the thirtieth of October, 1943. There were 
twelve meetings. In addition to the Foreign Secretaries, 
the following took part in the conference: 

For the United States of America: Mr. W. Averell Harri- 
man, Ambassador of the United States; Maj. Gen. John R. 
Deane, United States Army; Mr. H. Hackworth, Mr. 
James C. Dunn, and experts. 

For the United Kingdom: Sir Archibald Clark Kerr, 
Ambassador; Mr. William Strang, Lieut. Gen. Sir Hast- 
ings Ismay and experts. 

lor the Soviet Union: Marshal K. E. Voroshiloff, Mar- 
shal of the Soviet Union; Mr. A. Y. Vyshinski and Mr. 
M. Litvinoff, Deputy People’s Commissars for Foreign Af- 
fairs; Mr. V. A. Sergeyeff, Deputy People’s Commissar 
for Foreign Trade; Maj. Gen. A. A. Gryzloff of the Gen- 
eral Staff, Mr. G. F. Saksin, Senior Official for People’s 
Commissariat for Foreign Affairs, and experts. 

The agenda included all questions submitted for discussion 


by the three Governments. Some of the questions called for . 


final decisions, and these were taken. On other questions, 
after discussion, decisions of principle were taken. These 
questions were referred for detailed consideration to com- 
missions specially set up for the purpose, or reserved for 
treatment through diplomatic channels. Other questions again 
were disposed of by an exchange of views. The Governments 
of the United States, the United Kingdom and the Soviet 
Union have been in close cooperation in all matters concern- 
ing the common war effort, but this is the first time that the 
Foreign Secretaries of the three Governments have been 
able to meet together in conference. 

In the first place there were frank and exhaustive dis- 


*“NOTE:—The editor believes that the readers of VITAL SPEECHES 
will appreciate having the complete texts of the Communique and Declara- 


tions of this important conference on file for reference purposes. They are 


the subject of the majority of the speeches in this issue and will be often 
discussed in the future. 





cussions of the measures to be taken to shorten the war 
against Germany and her satellites in Europe. Advantage 
was taken of the presence of military advisers representing 
the respective Chiefs of Staff in order to discuss definite 
military operations with regard to which decisions had been 
taken and which are already being prepared in order to 
create a basis for the closest military cooperation in the 
future between the three countries. 

Second only to the importance of hastening the end of 
the war was the recognition by the three Governments that 
it was essential in their own national interests and in the 
interests of all peace-loving nations to continue the present 
close collaboration and cooperation in the conduct of the 
war into the period following the end of hostilities, and 
that only in this way could peace be maintained and the 
political, economic and social welfare of their peoples fully 
promoted. 

This conviction is expressed in a declaration in which the 
Chinese Government joined during the conference and 
which was signed by the three Foreign Secretaries and the 
Chinese Ambassador at Moscow on behalf of their Gov- 
ernments. This declaration published today provides for 
even closer collaboration in the prosecution of the war and 
in all matters pertaining to the surrender and disarmament of 
the enemies with which the four countries are, respectively, 
at war. It sets forth the principles upon which the four 
Governments agree that a broad system of international co- 
operation and security should be based. Provision is made 
for the inclusion of all other peace-loving nations, great 
and small, in this system. 

The Conference agreed to set up machinery for ensuring 
the closest cooperation between the three Governments in 
the examination of European questions arising as the war 
develops. For this purpose the conference decided to estab- 
lish in London a European Advisory Commission to study 
these questions and to make joint recommendations to the 
three Governments. 

Provision was made for continuing, when necessary, 
tri-partite consultations of representatives of the three Gov- 
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ernments in the respective capitals through the existing dip- 
lomatic channels. 

The Conference also agreed to establish an Advisory Coun- 
cil for matters relating to Italy, to be composed in the first 
instance of representatives of their three Governments and 
of the French Committee of National Liberation. Provision 
is made for addition to this council of representatives of 
Greece and Yugoslavia in view of their special interests 
arising out of aggressions of Fascist Italy upon their territory 
during the present war. This council will deal with day-to- 
day questions, other than military preparations, and will 
make recommendations designed to coordinate Allied policy 
with regard to Iatly. 

The three Foreign Secretaries considered it appropriate 
to reafirm, by a declaration published today, the attitude 
of the Allied Governments in favor of the restoration of 
democracy in Italy. 

The three Foreign Secretaries declared it to be the pur- 
pose of their Governments to restore the independence of 
Austria. At the same time they reminded Austria that in 


DECLARATION OF FOUR NATIONS 


The governments of the United States of America, the 
United Kingdom, the Soviet Union and China: 

United in their determination, in accordance with the 
declaration by the United Nations of Jan. 1, 1942, and 
subsequent declarations, to continue hostilities against those 
Axis powers with which they respectively are at war until 
such powers have laid down their arms on the basis of un- 
conditional surrender; 


Conscious of their responsibility to secure the liberation of 
themselves and the peoples allied with them from the menace 
of aggression ; 

Recognizing the necessity of ensuring a rapid and orderly 
transition from war to peace and of establishing and main- 
taining international peace and security with the least diver- 
sion of the world’s human and economic resources for arma- 
ments ; 


Jointly declare: 


1—That their united action, pledged for the prosecution 
of the war against their respective enemies, will be con- 
tinued for the organization and maintenance of peace and 
security. 

2—That those of them at war with a common enemy will 


act together in all matters relating to the surrender and 
disarmament of that enemy. 


3—That they will take all measures deemed by them to be 


the final settlement account will be taken of efforts that 
Austria may make toward its own liberation. The declara- 
tion on Austria is published today. 

The Foreign Secretaries issued at the Conference a dec- 
laration by President Roosevelt, Prime Minister Churchill 
and Premier Stalin containing a solemn warning that at the 
time of granting any armistice to any German Government, 
those German officers and men and members of the Nazi 
party who have had any connection with atrocities and 
executions in countries overrun by German forces will be 
taken back to the countries in which their abominable crimes 
were committed to be charged and punished according to 
the laws of those countries. 

In an atmosphere of mutual confidence and understanding 
which characterized all the work of the Conference, consid- 
eration was also given to other important questions. These 
included not only questions of a current nature but also 
questions concerning treatment of Hitlerite Germany and its 
satellites, economic cooperation and assurance of general 
peace. J 


ON GENERAL SECURITY 
necessary to provide against any violation of the terms im- 
posed upon the enemy. 


4—That they recognize the necessity of establishing at the 
earliest practicable date a general international organization, 
based on the principle of the sovereign equality of all peace- 
loving States, and open to membership by all such States, 
large and small, for the maintenance of international peace 
and security. 

5—That for the purpose of maintaining international 
peace and security pending the re-establishment of law and 
order and the inauguration of a system of general security, 
they will consult with one another and as occasion requires 
with other members of the United Nations with a view to 
joint action on behalf of the community of nations. 

6—That after the termination of hostilities they will not 
employ their military forces within the territories of other 
States except for the purposes envisaged in this declaration 
and after joint consultation. 

7—That they will confer and cooperate with one another 
and with other members of the United Nations to bring 
about a practicable general agreement with respect to the 
regulation of armaments in the post-war period. 


V. Mo.otov 
ANTHONY EpEN 
CorpeLtt Huy 
Foo PING-SHEUNG 


Moscow, 
30th October, 1943. 


DECLARATION REGARDING ITALY 


The Foreign Secretaries of the United States, the United 
Kingdom and the Soviet Union have established that their 
three governments are in complete agreement that Allied 
policy toward Italy must be based upon the fundamental 
principle that fascism and all its evil influence and configura- 
tion shall be completely destroyed and that the Italian 
people shall be given every opportunity to establish govern- 
mental and other institutions based upon democratic prin- 
ciples. 

The Foreign Secretaries of the United States and United 
Kingdom declare that the action of their governments from 
the inception of the invasion of Italian territory, in so far 
as paramount military requirements have permitted, has 
been based upon this policy. 

In furtherance of this policy in the future the Foreign 
Secretaries of the three governments are agreed that the 


following measures are important and should be put into effect : 

1—It is essential that the Italian Government should be 
made more democratic by inclusion of representatives of 
those sections of the Italian people who have always opposed 
Facism. 

2—Freedom of speech, of religious worship, of political 
belief, of the press and of public meeting shall be restored in 
full measure to the Italian people, who shall also be entitled 
to form anti-Fascist political groups. 

3—All institutions and organizations created by the 
Fascist regime shall be suppressed. 

4—All Fascist or pro-Fascist elements shall be removed 
from the administration. and from institutions and organiza- 
tions of a public character. 

5—All political prisoners of the Fascist regime shall be 
released and accorded full amnesty. 
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organs of local government shall be 

lascist chiefs and army generals known or suspected 

to be war criminals shall be arrested and handed over to 
justice. 

In making this declaration the three Foreign Secretaries 

recognize that so long as active military operations continue 


in Italy the time at which it is possible to give full effect 


DECLARATION 


The governments of the United Kingdom, the Soviet 
Union and the United States of America are agreed that 
Austria, the first free country to fall victim to Hitlerite 
aggression, shall be liberated from German domination. 

i hey regard the annexation imposed on Austria by Ger- 
many on March 15, 1938, as null and void. They consider 
themselves as in no way bound by any changes effected in 
Austria since that date. They declare that they wish to see 
re-established a free and independent Austria and thereby 


to the principles stated above will be determined by the 
Commander-in-Chief on the basis of instructions received 
through the combined chiefs of staff. 

The three governments, parties to this declaration, will, 
at the request of any one of them, consult on this matter. 
It is further understood that nothing in this resolution is 
to operate against the right of the Italian people ultimately 
to choose their own form of government. 


ON AUSTRIA 


to open the way for the Austrian people themselves, as well 
as those neighboring States which will be faced with similar 
problems, to find that political and economic security which 
is the only basis for lasting peace. 

Austria is reminded, however, that she has a responsibility, 
which she cannot evade, for participation in the war at the 
side of Hitlerite Germany, and that in the final settlement 
account will inevitably be taken of her own contribution to 
her liberation. 


DECLARATION OF GERMAN ATROCITIES 


The United Kingdom, the United States and the Soviet 
Union have received from many quarters evidence of atroci- 
ties, massacres and cold-blooded mass executions which are 
being perpetrated by Hitlerite forces in many of the coun- 
tries they have overrun and from which they are now being 
steadily expelled. The brutalities of Nazi domination are 
no new thing, and all peoples or territories in their grip 
have suffered from the worst form of government by terror. 
What is new is that many of these territories are now being 
redeemed by the advancing armies of the liberating powers 
and that in their desperation the recoiling Hitlerites and 
Huns are redoubling their ruthless cruelties. This is now 
evidenced with particular clearness by monstrous crimes of 
the Hitlerites on the territory of the Soviet Union which is 
being liberated from the Hitlerites, and on French and 
Italian territory. 

Accordingly, the aforesaid three allied Powers, speaking 
in the interests of the thirty-two [thirty-three] United Na- 
tions, hereby solemnly declare and give full warning of their 
declaration as follows: 

At the time of granting of any armistice to any govern- 
ment which may be set up in Germany, those German off- 
cers and men and members of the Nazi party who have been 
responsible for or have taken a consenting part in the above 
atrocities, massacres and executions will be sent back to the 
countries in which their abominable deeds were done in order 
that they may be judged and punished according to the laws 


of these liberated countries and of the free governments 
which will be erected therein. Lists will be compiled in all 
possible detail from all these countries, having regard es- 
pecially to invaded parts of the Soviet Union, to Poland 
and Czechoslovakia, to Yugoslavia and Greece, including 
Crete and other islands; to Norway, Denmark, the Nether- 
lands, Belgium, Luxembourg, France and Italy. 

Thus, the Germans who take part in wholesale shooting of 
Italian officers or in the execution of French, Dutch, Belgian 
or Norwegian hostages or of Cretan peasants, or who have 
shared in the slaughters inflicted on the people of Poland or 
in territories of the Soviet Union which are now being swept 
clear of the enemy, will know they will be brought back to 
the scene of their crimes and judged on the spot by the 
peoples whom they have outraged. Let those who have 
hitherto not imbued their hands with innocent blood beware 
lest they join the ranks of the guilty, for most assuredly the 
three allied Powers will pursue them to the uttermost ends 
of the earth and will deliver them to their accusers in order 
that justice may be done. 

The above declaration is without prejudice to the case of 
the major criminals whose offenses have no particular 
geographical localization and who will be punished by joint 
decision of the Governments of the Allies. 

(Signed) : ROOSEVELT 
CHURCHILL 
STALIN 


Moscow Pact a Basis for World Organization 


OBVIATES NECESSITY FOR ALLIANCES OR SPHERES OF INFLUENCE 


By CORDELL HULL, Secretary of State 
Delivered before U. 8. Congress, Washington, D. C., November 18, 1943 


R. Vice President, Mr. Speaker: I am immensely 
pleased to be back in these legislative halls and to 
meet numerous friends, old and new, particularly 
those former colleagues in the two Houses for whom I have 
long entertained sentiments of greatest respect and the most 
genuine affection. 
| appreciate deeply the compliment of being invited to 
meet with you today. But I appreciate even more the fact 
by your invitation you have emphasized your profound in- 
terest in the principles and policies for which the Moscow 
Conference stood, and in the progress made by the partici- 
pating governments in carrying them forward. 





In the minds of all of us here present and of the millions 
of Americans all over the country and at battle stations 
across the seas, there is and there can be at this moment but 
one consuming thought—to defeat the enemy as speedily as 
possible. We have reached a stage in the war in which the 
United States and United Nations are on the offensive in 
every part of the world. Our enemies are suffering defeat 
after defeat. The time will come when their desperate 
movement to destroy the world will be utterly crushed. But 
there are in store for us still enormous hardships and vast 
sacrifices. The attainment of victory will be hastened only 
in proportion as all of us, in this country and in all of the 








Cordell Hull 


101 





United Nations, continue to exert all possible effort to press 
home our advantage without the slightest relaxation or de- 
viation. 

The glorious successes which have already attended our 
arms and the confidence which we all feel today is assured, 
though still immensely difficult, victory would have been 
impossible if this country, and Great Britain, and the Soviet 
Union, and China and the other victims of aggression had 
not each risen as a unit in defense of its liberty and inde- 
pendence. They would have been equally impossible if all 
these nations had not come together in a brotherhood of 
self-preservation. 


“Fruits oF Vicrory CAN Be Lost” 


While we are thus engaged in the task of winning the war, 
all of us are acutely conscious of the fact that the fruits of 
victory can easily be lost unless there is among us whole- 
hearted acceptance of those basic principles and policies 
which will render impossible a repetition of our present 
tragedy and unless there is promptly created machinery of 
action necessary to carry out these principles and policies. 
The Moscow Conference is believed to have been an im- 
portant step in the direction both of shortening the war and 
of making provision for the future. 

The convocation of the conference was the result of a 
profound conviction on the part of President Roosevelt, 
Prime Minister Churchill and Marshal Stalin that, at this 
stage of the war, frank and friendly exchanges of views be- 
tween responsible representatives of the three Governments 
on problems of post-war, as well as war, collaboration were 
a matter of great urgency. Up to that time such exchanges 
of views had taken place on several occasions between our 
Government and that of Great Britain. But the exigencies 
of war had been obstacles to the participation of the Soviet 
Government in similar exchanges to the same extent. With 
the acceleration of the tempo of war against Germany, the 
necessity became daily more and more apparent for more 
far-reaching discussions and decisions by the three Govern- 
ments than had occurred theretofore. 

I went to Moscow, by direction of President Roosevelt, 
to discuss with the representatives of Great Britain and the 
Soviet Union some basic problems of international relations 
in the light of principles to which our country, under the 
President’s leadership, has come to give widespread ad- 
herence. It has never been my fortune to attend an inter- 
national conference at which there was greater determination 
on the part of all the participants to move forward in a 
spirit of mutual understanding and confidence. 

The conference met against the background of a rapidly 
changing military situation. From the East and from the 
South, the Nazi armies were being steadily hammered back 
into narrower and narrower confines. From the West, the 
Allied air forces were relentlessly and systematically destroy- 
ing the nerve centers of German industrial and military 
power. 


ALLIED ProBLeMs Brinc New PrRosBLEeMsS 


Formidable as the war task still is, it has been increasingly 
clear that the time is nearing when more and more of the 
territory held by the enemy will be wrested from his grasp 
and when Germany and its remaining satellites will have to 
go the way of Fascist Italy. In these circumstances, new 
problems arise which require concerted action by the Allies, 
to hasten the end of the war, to plan for its immediate 
aftermath, and to lay the foundation for the post-war world. 


Our discussions in Moscow were concerned with many of 
these problems. Important agreements were reached, but 
there were no secret agreements, and none was suggested. 

Of the military discussions which took place it can be 
stated that they were in the direction of facilitating closer 
cooperation between the three countries in the prosecution 
of the war against the common enemy. I am glad to say 
that there is now in Moscow a highly competent United 
States military mission, headed by Maj. Gen. John R. 
Deane. 

The attention of the conference was centered upon the 
task of making sure that the nations upon whose armed forces 
and civilian effort. rests the main responsibility for defeating 
the enemy will, along with other peacefully-minded nations, 
continue to perform their full part in solving the numerous 
and vexatious problems of the future. From the outset, the 
dominant thought at the conference was that, after the 
attainment of victory, cooperation among peace-loving na- 
tions in support of certain paramount mutual interests will 
be almost as compelling in importance and necessity as it is 
today in support of the war effort. 

At the end of the war, each of the United Nations and 
each of the nations associated with them will have the same 
common interest in national security, in world order under 
law, in peace, in the full promotion of the political, economic 
and social welfare of their respective peoples—in the prin- 
ciples and spirit of the Atlantic Charter and the declaration 
by the United Nations. The future of these indispensable 
common interests depends absolutely upon international co- 
operation. Hence, each nation’s own primary interest re- 
quires it to cooperate with the others. 


COMMENT ON Four-NATION DECLARATION 


These considerations led the Moscow Conference to adopt 
the four-nation declaration with which you are all familiar. 
I should like to comment briefly on its main provisions. 

In that document, it was jointly declared by the United 
States, Great Britain, the Soviet Union, and China ‘That 
their united action, pledged for the prosecution of the war 
against their common enemies, will be continued for the 
organization and maintenance of peace and security.” 

To this end, the four governments declared that they 
“recognize the necessity of establishing at the earliest prac- 
ticable date a central international organization, based on 
the principle of the sovereign equality of all peace-loving 
states and open to membership by all such states, large and 
small.” I should like to lay particular stress on this provi- 
sion of the declaration. The principle of sovereign equality 
of all peace-loving states, irrespective of size and strength, 
as partners in a future system of general security will be the 
foundation stone upon which the future international or- 
ganization will, or should, be constructed. 

The adoption of this principle was particularly welcome 
to us. Nowhere has the conception of sovereign equality 
been applied more widely in recent years than in the Ameri- 
can family of nations, whose contribution to the common 
effort in wartime will now be followed by representation in 
building the institutions of peace. 

The four Governments further agreed that, pending the 
inauguration in this manner of a permanent system of gen- 
eral security, “they will consult with one another and, as 
occasion requires, with other members of the United Na- 
tions, with a view to joint action on behalf of the com- 
munity of nations,” whenever such action may be necessary 
for the purpose of maintaining international peace and se- 
curity. 
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Secr-DeNyING OrpDINANCE CITED 

Finally, as an important self-denying ordinance, they 
declared “that after the termination of hostilities they will 
not employ their forces within the territories of other states, 
except for the purpose envisaged in this declaration and after 
joint consultation.” 

Through this declaration the Soviet Union, Great Britain, 
the United States and China have laid the foundation for 
a cooperative effort in the post-war world toward enabling 
all peace-loving nations, large and small, to live in peace 
and security, to preserve the liberties and rights and facilities 
for economic, social and spiritual progress. No other im- 
portant nations anywhere have more in common in the 
present war, or in the peace that is to follow victory over 
the Axis powers. No one, no two of them, can be at all 
most effective without the others, in war or in peace. 

Each of them had, in the past, relied in varying degrees 
upon policies of detachment and aloofness. In Moscow, 
their four Governments pledged themselves to carry forward 
to its fullest development a broad and progressive program 
of international cooperation. This action was naturally of 
world-wide importance. 

As the provisions of the four-nation declaration are car- 
ried into effect, there will no longer be need for spheres of 
influence, for alliances, for balance of power, or any other 
of the special arrangements through which, in the unhappy 
past, the nations strove to safeguard their security or to 
promote their interests. 

The conference faced many political problems growing 
out of the military activities in Europe. It was foreseen 
that problems of common interest to our three Governments 
would continue to arise as our joint military efforts hastened 
the defeat of the enemy. It is impracticable for several 
Governments to come to complete and rapid understanding 
on such matters through the ordinary channels of diplo- 
matic communication. The conference accordingly decided 
to set up a European Advisory Commission with its seat 
in London. This commission will not of itself have executive 
powers. Its sole function will be to advise the Governments 
of the United States, Great Britain and the Soviet Union. 
It is to deal with non-military problems relating to enemy 
territories and with such other problems as may be referred 
to it by the participating Governments. It will provide a 
useful instrument for continuing study and formulation of 
recommendations concerning questions connected with the 
termination of hostilities. 


CounciL For ITALY Descripep 


For the purpose of dealing with problems arising from the 
execution of the terms of surrender of Italy and with related 
matters growing out of the developing situation in that 
country, the conference established an Advisory Council for 
Italy. This council will consist of representatives of the 
Governments of the United States, Great Britain and the 
Soviet Union, of the French Committee of National Libera- 
tion and of the Governments of Yugoslavia and Greece, as 
early as practicable. ‘The members of the council will advise 
the Allied commander in chief and will make recommenda- 
tions to the respective Governments and to the French Com- 
mittee concerning non-military problems relating to Italy. 

It was already understood that the setting up of these 
two agencies was not intended to supersede the usual diplo- 
matic channels of communication between the three Govern- 
ments. On the contrary, arrangements were made for ex- 
peditious and effective handling of questions of concern to 
the three Governments through tripartite diplomatic con- 
versations in any one of the three capitals. ' 





In a declaration on Italy, the conference set forth a num- 
ber of principles on the basis of which democratic restoration 
of that country’s inte nal political structure should take 
place. These principles—including freedom of religion, of 
speech, of the press and of assembly, and the right of the 
people ultimately to choose their own form of government— 
are among the most basic human rights in civilized society. 

In a declaration on Austria, the forcible annexation of 
that unhappy country was pronounced null and void. It was 
further declared that Austria is to be given an opportunity 
to become re-established as a free and independent state, 
although the Austrians were put on notice that in the final 
analysis the treatment to be accorded them will depend upon 
the contribution which they will make toward the defeat of 
Germany and the liberation of their country. 


Due PUNISHMENT FOR NAzi CRIMES 


The conference also served as an occasion for solemn 
declarations by the heads of the three Governments with 
regard to the perpetrators of the bestial and abominable 
crimes committed by the Nazi leaders against the harassed 
and persecuted inhabitants of occupied territories—against 
people of all races and religions, among whom Hitler has 
reserved for the Jews his most brutal wrath. Due punish- 
ment will be administered for all these crimes. 

Finally, the conference gave preliminary attention to a 
number of other specific problems relating to the eventual 
transition from war to peace. A fruitful exchange of views 
took place on such questions as the treatment of Germany 
and its satellites, the various phases of economic relations, 
the promotion of social welfare and the assurance of general 
security and peace. 

These were among the outstanding developments at the 
Moscow Conference. The intensive discussion, lasting two 
weeks, did not and was not intended to bring about the 
solution of all the problems that are before us. Much less 
could we anticipate the problems that are bound to arise 
from day to day and from year to year. There were other 
problems such, for example, as questions relating to boun- 
daries, which must, by their very nature, be left in abeyance 
until the termination of hostilities. This is in accordance 
with the position maintained for some time by our Govern- 
ment. 

Of supreme importance is the fact that at the conference 
the whole spirit of international cooperation, now and after 
the war, was revitalized and given practical expression. The 
conference thus launched a forward movement which, I am 
convinced, will steadily extend in scope and effectiveness. 
Within the framework of that movement, in the atmosphere 
of mutual understanding and confidence which made possible 
its beginning in Moscow, many of the problems which are 
difficult today will, as time goes on, undoubtedly become 
more possible of satisfactory solution through frank and 
friendly discussion. 


HicH Praise ror COLLABORATORS 


I am happy on this occasion to pay personal tribute to 
those with whom it was my privilege to confer in Moscow. 
Mr. Molotov arranged for the business of the conference 
in a most efficient manner. Both as chairman and partici- 
pant, he manifested throughout the highest order of ability 
and a profound grasp of international affairs. Mr. Eden, 
with his exceptional wisdom and experience, exhibited the 
finest qualities of statesmanship. I found in Marshal Stalin 
a remarkable personality, one of the great statesmen and 
leaders of this age. 


I was deeply impressed by the people of Russia and by 
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the epic quality of their patriotic fervor. A people who will 
fight against ruthless aggression, in utter contempt of death, 
as the men and women of the Soviet Union are fighting, 
merit the admiration and good-will of the people of all 
countries. 

We of today shall be judged in the future by the manner 
in which we meet the unprecedented responsibilities that 
rest upon us—not alone in winning the war, but also in 
making certain that the opportunities for future peace and 
security shall not be lost. As an American, I am proud of 
the breadth and height of the vision and statesmanship which 
have moved you, ladies and gentlemen, in each house of the 


Milestones of Our Journey 


THIS IS NO TIME FOR RELAXATION 





Congress, to adopt, by overwhelming nonpartisan majorities, 
resolutions in favor of our country’s participation with other 
sovereign nations in an effective system of international 
codéperation for the maintenance of peace and security. 

Only by carrying forward such a program with common 
determination and united national support can we expect, 
in the long range of the future, to avoid becoming victims 
of destructive forces of international anarchy which in the 
absence of organized international relations will rule the 
world. By the procedure of codperation with other nations 
likewise intent upon security we can and will remain masters 
of our own fate. 


By WINSTON CHURCHILL, Prime Minister of Great Britain 
Delivered at the Lord Mayor’s Luncheon in London, November 9, 1943 


I thank you whole-heartedly for your kindness, 

for the warmth of your welcome and for the all 

too complimentary terms in which you, my Lord Mayor, 

have commended His Majesty’s Government, expressing the 
good-will of the city of London. 

This is the fourth of your annual festivals which I have 
attended since the war began, and I confess that it seems to 
me they have all been milestones of our journey. 

In November, 1940, when we were quite alone in the 
midst of the blitz, I took occasion to repeat to all the nations 
that were overrun by the Germans our honest pledge and 
guarantee that we would never abandon the struggle until 
every one of them had been liberated from the Nazi yoke. 
I see no reason to modify that statement today. 


M Y Lord Mayor, Your Grace, ladies and gentlemen. 


RECALLS WARNING TO JAPAN 


When I came here in 1941 I gave a solemn warning to 
the Japenese Government that if they went to war with the 
United States we should immediately declare war on them. 
Well, there’s nothing wrong with that. 

Last year, in 1942, I thought it right to say that I did not 
consider it any part of my duty to liquidate the British 
Empire. I do not conceal from you that I hold the same 
opinion today. 

My Lord Mayor, since we were last gathered here we 
and our allies have had ‘a year of almost unbroken victory 
in every theatre and on every front. British, Dominion and 
United States armies have cleared Africa of the enemy. 
Together the British and United States forces have con- 
quered Sicily, Sardinia, Corsica and one-third of Italy. 

We have broken the back of the U-boat war, which at 
one time seemed our greatest peril. We have inflicted shat- 
tering damage, and we are inflicting shattering damage, 
upon the German cities which are the centers of munitions 
production. And this has caused an injury to the German 
war effort and to German morale, which, combined with 
other blows, may well be the precursor of decisive events 
in the European struggle. 

In all these operations, on land, on sea and in the air, 
Great Britain has had the honor to bear the largest part 
and to pay the heaviest price. In the Pacific, where the 
main forces of the United States have been deployed and 
where Australians and New Zealanders are fighting together 


under the inspiring leadership of General MacArthur, many 
brilliant actions have been recorded and the strength of 
Japan has been steadily and remorselessly worn down. 


AccLaims SovieT SUCCESSES 


But I gladly admit, and indeed proclaim, that the out- 
standing event of this famous year has been the victorious 
advance of the Russian Armies from the Volga westward 
across the Dnieper, thus liberating, as Marshal Stalin has 
told us, two-thirds of the occupied Russian soil from the foul 
invader. 

In this process the Russian Soviet armies have inflicted 
deep and dire injury upon the whole life structure of the 
German military power. That monstrous juggernaut en- 
gine of German might and tyranny has been beaten and 
broken, outfought and outmaneuvered by Russian valor, 
generalship and science. And it has been beaten to an extent 
which may well prove mortal. 

We and our American allies have done and are doing our 
best to bring our forces across the seas and oceans into 
action against the enemy. And I rate the Anglo-American 
air attack on Germany as one of the prime forces of the 
impending ruin of the Hitlerite regime. 

But it must never be forgotten that there was nothing in 
the whole world, nor could there have been created for 
several years, any military organism which could either have 
given the blows which Russia has given or survive the losses 
which Russia has borne. 

Here from this city of London at our time-honored gath- 
ering we salute the Soviet armies and Marshal Stalin. 

My Lord Mayor, we have all been cheered by the results 
of the Moscow conference to which you referred in your 
speech, and we look forward to welcoming back in the next 
week or so our Foreign Secretary from his most successful 
mission. 

He Sees Russia AssuRED 


There is no doubt that the full and frank discussions 
between the three Foreign Ministers, Mr. Molotov, Mr. 
Eden and that gallant old eagle, Mr. Hull, who flew far 
on a strong wing, has had the effect of making our Russian 
friends feel, as they have never felt before, that it is the 
heartfelt wish of the British and American nations to fight 


the war out with them in loyal alliance, and afterward to 


work with them on the basis of mutual respect and faithful 
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comradeship in the resettlement and rebuilding of this dis- 
tracted, tormented world. 

I have not abandoned the hope that sometime, however, it 
may be possible for the heads of the three governments to 
meet together, because all my experience in this war shows 
that friendly and trustful personal contacts between the re- 
sponsible leaders are the best foundations for all plans, 
whether for war or for peace. 

In our grand alliance of thirty-three states or governments 
constituting the United Nations, we try all we can by corre- 
spondence and consultation to preserve harmony and in- 
timacy and to secure concerted action. As you may well 
imagine, it is not possible to consult with every member 
about the details of all military movements or plans. These 
must be confined to as few circles or persons as possible. 

The high aims we set before ourselves were first outlined 
in the Atlantic Charter. And now we have published in 
Moscow the all important four-power agreement which looks 
to the future foundations of world peace after these storms 
are over. 

Voices Hope ror FRANCE 


There are many nations in our thoughts today. We hope 
that France will rise again to her true greatness and will 
play a worthy part in shaping the progress of Europe and 
the world. 

| rejoice with every increase of unity and consolidation 
that I notice in the French National Committee at Algiers. 
And I also rejoice at the growing power of the French 
armies, which are being re-created and rearmed in North 
Africa and which will presently take their share in the 
liberation of the soil of France from the most hateful form 
of human bondage. 

The French National Committee are not the owners but 
the trustees of the title deeds of France. These must be 
restored to the French nation when freedom is achieved, for 
it is only upon the will of the people, freely expressed in 
conditions of reasonable tranquillity, that in France, as in 
other enslaved countries, any permanent structure can be 
raised, 

My Lord Mayor, a great many people speak as if the end 
of the war in Europe were near. I hope indeed they may 
prove right for certainly every month that this devastating 
struggle continues carries human society into deeper depths 
and adds to the toil, the length and the burden of recovery. 
We should, however, be foolish and blameworthy if we al- 
lowed our plans of action to be based upon:-the prospects of 
an early collapse in Germany. ‘There is danger in anything 
which diverts the thoughts and efforts of any of the Allied 
nations from the supreme task which lies before them— 
namely that of beating down into dust and ruins the deadly 
foes and tyrants who so nearly subjugated the entire world 
to their domination. 


Says Hirer Has 400 Divisions 


1 am myself proceeding on the assumption that the cam- 
paign of 1944 in Europe will be the most severe and to the 
Western Allies the most costly in life of any we have yet 
fought. And we must all brace ourselves for that task and 
strain every nerve for its successful accomplishment. 

This is no time for relaxation or soft thoughts on the 
joys of peace and victory. 

Hitler still has 400 divisions under his command or con- 
trol; he has a police force, a party police force which gives 
him a grip upon the agonized but regimented people of Ger- 
many, incomparably stronger than anything which was at the 
disposal of the late Kaiser. Under this odious Nazi system 





the children still betray to their teachers and thus to the 
police any incautious remarks that their fathers and mothers 
may have used in their presence. 

For Herr Hitler and his guilty confederates know that 
their lives are at stake and that they at any rate run no 
extra risk in making other people fight on to the bitter end. 
The German troops, wherever we meet them, have been 
found fighting with their veteran skill. The hazards of 
great battles lie before us. 

We cannot, moreover, exclude the possibility of new 
forms of attack upon this island. We have been vigilantly 
watching for many months past every sign of preparation for 
such attacks. Whatever happens, they will not be of a 
nature to affect the final course of the war. 


Warns AGAINST RELAXATION 


But should they come, they will certainly call for the 
utmost efficiency and devotion in our fire watchers and 
Home Guards and also for a further display of the firmness 
and fortitude for which the British nation has won renown. 

This is no time to relax any of our precautions or dis- 
courage our splendid auxiliary services. This is no time to 
divide the unity of the nation by raising fierce party political 
issues. It is no time for persons who have practical war work 
to do to dream easy dreams of brave new worlds. 

We must keep our sense of proportion even when discuss- 
ing the incidents of procedure in some of our juvenile courts. 
We must not, My Lord Mayor, lose for a moment the sense 
and consciousness of urgency and crisis which must continue 
to drive us, even though we are in the fifth year of the war, 
forward with unrelenting vigor and unwearying effort 
through every living minute that is granted to us. 

I am the head of a national coalition of all the three 
British parties whose leaders are represented here today at 
your board. This Government came together with the sole 
policy of making war until victory was won. 

We cannot today exclude from our minds, nor need we 
do so, the conviction that victory will certainly be won, and 
that not only Germany but Japan, with whom the British 
Commonwealth and Empire have an inexpiable quarrel, will 
be forced into unconditional surrender. We have no need 
to exclude that from our minds. But that does not mean 
that our war task is done. Another tremendous and practical 
duty is involved in what is called winning the war. 


Cites Post-War PLANNING 


Just as in time of peace, plans for war and measures for 
defense ought to be at readiness in every prudent state for a 
sudden emergency, so in time of war we must make sure 
that confusion and chaos do not follow the victories of the 
armies or stultify the surrender, unexpectedly early, by the 
enemy. 

I regard it as a definite part of the duty and responsibility 
of this national government to have its plans perfected in a 
vast and practical scheme to make sure that in the years 
immediately following the war, food, work and homes are 
found for all. 

No airy visions, no party doctrines, or party prejudices, 
no political appetites or vested interests must stand in the 
way of the simple duty of providing before the end of the 
war for food, work and homes. They must be prepared 
now, during the war. These plans must be prepared, and 
they must come into action just like, when war breaks out, 
general mobilization is declared. They must come into action 
as soon as the victory is won. 
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On this far-reaching work, His Majesty’s Government are 
now concentrating all energies that can be spared from the 
actual struggle with the enemy. The policy of waging war 
till victory would be incomplete and, indeed, spoiled if 
it were not accompanied by a policy of food, work and homes 
in the period following the victory for the men and the 
women who fought and won. 

My Lord Mayor, | regard this hour as at once more 
hopeful and more stern than any through which we have 
passed. It is a reasonable assumption that unless we make 
some grave mistake in strategy the year 1944 will see the 
climax of the European war. 


ForesEES CostLty BATTLES 


Unless some happy events occur, on which we have no 
right to count, unless the hand of Providence is stretched 
forth by some crowning mercy, 1944 will see the greatest 
sacrifice of life by the British and American armies. Battles 
far larger and more costly than Waterloo or Gettysburg 
will be fought. Sorrow will come to many homes in the 
United Kingdom and throughout the great republic of the 
United States; British and American manhood, striving in 


Russia’s War Achievements 


THE TASK OF RESTORATION AND ORGANIZATION AHEAD 






generous emulation, true brothers in arms, will attack and 
grapple with the deadly foe. 

This year, 1944, is also election year in the United States. 
It is a strange coincidence, but I am sure I speak for all 
those on both sides of the Atlantic who mean the same thing, 
and they are numbered by scores of millions, when I say 
that our supreme duty—all of us, British and American alike 
—is to preserve that good-will which now exists throughout 
the English-speaking world and thus aid our armies in their 
grim and heavy task. 

Even if things are said in one country or the other which 
are provocative, which are clumsy, which are indiscreet or 
even malicious and untrue, there should be no angry re- 
joinder. If facts have to be stated, let them be stated with- 
out heat or bitterness. 

We have to give our men in the field the best chance. 
That is the thought which must dominate all speech and 
action. Not only the fortunes of this fearful war, but all 
the happiness of future generations depend upon the fraternal 
association of Great Britain and the United States within, 
and without prejudice to the larger world structure that will 
be erected to secure the peace and freedom of mankind. 


By JOSEPH STALIN, Premier of U.S.S.R. 


Delivered before a meeting of Moscow workers on the eve of the twenty-sixth anniversary of the Socialist revolution. 


celebrating its twenty-sixth anniversary of the great 
Socialist revolution, celebrating for the third time 
under war conditions. 

In the first year our troops had to retreat. It took the 
entire effort of the army and nation to stop the enemy and 
impose fierce blows against him. In October, 1942, the 
position improved. 

Soon after October of last year our troops went over to 
the offensive and inflicted against the Germans new and 
heavy blows, first at Stalingrad and the middle bend of the 
Don and then at the beginning of 1943 at the approaches 
to Leningrad and the area of Lgov and beyond. 

After this the Red Army never let the initiative go frem 
her hands. In the summer of this year the Red Army blows 
increased in power all the time. Steadily every month the 
strength of the Red Army grew. The Germans suffered 
one defeat after another and however much they tried they 
could not achieve any serious success. 

In the present year the Red Army, between the twenty- 
fifth and twenty-sixth anniversary of the revolution, experi- 
enced a state of alert. In the summer the offensive was 
fully implemented and the enemy was compelled to leave 
territory he had occupied. The Germans had only one 
recourse, fleeing and abandoning huge quantities of equip- 
ment, wounded and stores on the field of battle. 

The success of the second campaign this year—the summer 
campaign—was only a continuation and implementation of 
the winter offensive that preceded it. This explodes, once 
and for all, the theory and superstition that the Red Army 
is unable to carry out an offensive in the summer. The Red 
Army proved it can launch successful summer and winter 
offensives, and in the central areas of the front the enemy 
was thrown back for 600 kilometers and 1,300 kilometers 
in the south. 


(cating today the People’s Soviet Union is 


Vast Territory LIBERATED 


Our troops liberated almost two-thirds of the territory 
previously occupied by the enemy. Enemy troops were thrown 
back from Vladikavkaz to Kherson, from Stalingrad to Kiev, 
from Voronezh to Gomel, from Viazma and Rhzev to the 
approaches to Orsha and Vitebsk. 

The enemy constructed important defense lines, especially 
along rivers. During the last half year the Red Army 
destroyed many of these defense points and forced four very 
important water barriers. 

These water barriers were the northern Donets, the Desna, 
the Sozh and the Dnieper. 

The enemy also made important defense bases west of 
Rostov and near Melitopol on the Molochr.aya River which 
were destroyed by the Red Army. Now the Red Army is 
successfully routing the enemy in the Dnieper bend. 

During the first year it was considered that the Red Army 
could not prevail for long against the excellent cadres of 
the German Fascist troops. 

The German Fascist cadres fighting on the Eastern Front 
lost more than 4,000,000,000 officers and men during the last 
year. Of these four million 1,800,000 were killed. Addi- 
tionally more than 14,000 aircraft, more than 25,000 tanks 
and not less than 40,000 guns were destroyed. 

In this way the best German cadres have been destroyed 
and they cannot get indispensable reserves. Red Army cadres, 
on the contrary, are growing and will continue to grow. 
Indispensable reserves are at hand and it is the task of 
military authorities to recognize promising candidates and 
bring them forward to responsible positions. 

Instead of 240 divisions standing on our front last year, 
of which 179 divisions were German and the other vassal 
States, there now stand 257. The Germans had a comple- 


ment of deteriorated quality troops at the front to keep up 
their effective numbers. 


However, the defeat of German 
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troops during the past year shows the worsened quality of 
their divisions which cannot be compensated by increased 
numbers. 

From a purely military point of view, the defeat of the 
German Army was decided beforehand, at the end of last 
year, and was fulfilled by events, both of the Battle of 
Stalingrad and the Battle of Kursk. The Battle of Stalin- 
grad ended with the destruction of an army of 300,000 men, 
which meant the rout of about one-third of the German 
defensive troops. 


STALINGRAD Loss STRESSED 


To get a clear view of the extent of the slaughter—un- 
heard of in military history—that took place at Stalingrad 
one must realize that at the end of the Stalingrad battle 
147,210 officers and men were picked up from the battlefield 
and buried. Forty-six thousand, seven hundred Soviet 
fighting man also were picked up from the battlefield 
at Stalingrad. 

After the Stalingrad slaughter the Germans were unable 
to recover. 

As for the fighting at Kursk, it witnessed the destruction 
of the main forces of the German Fascists. The Germans 
did not expect such a powerful reply from the Red Army. 
The fighting at Kursk, which began with local fighting 
from the north and south, was the last German attempt to 
materialize the so-called German offensive. The offensive 
ended in a complete fiasco. The Red Army not only re- 
pulsed the enemy offensive but started one itself. 

During the summer period the Germans were thrown 
back. If Stalingrad was a defeat for the German Arpy, 
Kursk was a catastrophe. “The much-vaunted German of- 
fensive was limited and the successes of the Red Army on the 
battlefield greatly deteriorated the positions of the Fascists 
inside Germany. 

The Red Army smashed all plans and calculations of the 
German High Command and drove the Germans westward 
and trampled on all the prestige of German arms. The 
Germans attempted to hold positions on intermediate lines, 
but here, too, the Red Army frustrated all German calcula- 
tions. ‘The success of the Red Army continued without 
pause. 

‘The Germans wanted to improve their position and car- 
ried out total mobilization. The summer campaign cost 
Germany two-thirds of her mobilized manpower so Ger- 
many might have to carry out another total mobilization, 
but even this can hardly ease the position. 

The Germans intended to hold the Ukraine and use its 
produce for the benefit of their armies and population. They 
meant to make use of railways for transport for Germany. 
But here they miscalculated. 

As a result of the successful Red Army offensive the 
Hitlerites lost not only the Donets coal but a large part of 
the fertile land of the Ukraine. There is no reason to sup- 
pose that they will not lose in the future even the remaining 
portions of the Ukraine. 


PosiITION OF GERMANS WEAKENED 


Obviously all these miscalculations worsened, even con- 
siderably worsened, the economic and political position of 
ascist Germany. Fascist Germany is suffering an acute 
crisis and stands face to face with catastrophe. 

The successes of the Red Army would not have been pos- 
sible without the support of the peoples in the rear and the 
self-sacrificing work of Soviet workers, intelligentsia, miners 
and farmers who constantly produced the necessary raw 
materials as well as manufactured products while constantly 
improving the methods of work. 


During all periods of the war still greater and greater 
quantities of armament and equipment have been sent to 
the front. 

Last year was the turning point not only of military 
operations but also of production from our industries. We 
had to face problems such as the removal of our factories 
to the east and switching over from peacetime to wartime 
production. 

The Soviet people quickly adapted themselves to wartime 
industry and organization and succeeded constantly in in- 
creasing and improving production in armaments, especially 
of tanks, planes and guns. 

The Red Army, supported by the nation-wide effort, in- 
creased the defeat inflicted on the enemy and rained millions 
of bombs on him, and threw into the battle thousands of 
tanks and planes. 


War Workers ARE PRAISED 


History will recognize as an act of world heroism the 
unselfish efforts of the people in the rear who contributed 
their share to the heroic struggle of the Red Army. 

The industry of the Soviet Union has proved itself capable, 
through its socialist construction, of defeating such an enemy 
and has thereby given evidence of its great power. Every- 
one knows Hitler had at his disposal not only a strongly 
developed industry in Germany but also the fully developed 
manpower of other nations, but despite this he did not suc- 
ceed in keeping the numerical superiority of war equipment. 

If now the enemy’s numerical superiority in tanks, guns, 
planes, mortars, rifles and other equipment is liquidated, if 
now the Red Army does not feel the lack of equipment or 
ammunition, the credit lies with our workingmen. 

The transition from peacetime to wartime production in 
agriculture is shown by an output unsurpassed ir history. 
Their self-sacrifice to bring help to the front has shown that 
Soviet farmers consider the present war against German 
Fascists as a war for lives and freedom. 

As a result of the invasion of the Fascist hordes, our 
country for a while was deprived of the main productive 
region of the Ukraine, the Don and the Kuban. And still 
our collective farmers supplied the Red Army and the 
country with provisions. Of course, without the collective 
farm system and without the self-sacrificing labor of our 
farmers, we would have been unable to solve the most dif- 
ficult problem. 

If in the third year of the war the Red Army does not 
suffer from any lack, and if the supply of food and the war 
materials for work are satisfactory, this is a testimony to 
the strength and vital force of the collective farm system, 
and the patriotism of the collective farmers. 

The great part in supplying our front is played by the 
transport organization. Railway, river, sea and motor 
transport each has played a part in providing a connection 
between the rear and the front. It, must be stated that their 
uninterrupted services played a major part in the supply of 
arms, ammunition, etc., to the front. 

That the country itself never lacked for food and fuel 
also goes to the credit of the transport workers. 


INTELLIGENTSIA ALso HELPED 


The intelligentsia did not lag behind the workers and the 
farmers. The Soviet intelligentsia was devoted to our work 
in constantly perfecting armament for the Red Army and 
organization for the production and support of workers, 
farmers and industry in their tasks. 

All peoples of the Soviet Union, united in support of 
our fatherland, entered the fight without regard for nation- 
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ality or religion. They all united in the struggle against 
the German Fascist invaders, justly considering this as a 
common cause of all of them. Herein lies the strength of 
the Soviet State. 

The leading force in the country in peace and in war is 
the Communist party, the party of Lenin. No other party 
had or has such authority as the Bolshevist party. This is 
quite obvious, as under the leadership of our party, the 
workers, farmers and intelligentsia created Socialist order. 
The party is the inspiration and organizer of all people war- 
ring against the Fascist invaders. 

Organizing workers of the party joined and directed all 
forces of the Soviet people, having subordinated all our forces 
to the paramount task of defeating the enemy. During this 
war the party strengthened the bond between all creative 
powers. The present war once more has proved the saying 
of Lenin that war puts on trial all the materials and all the 
forces of a country. ‘The history of war teaches us that it 
is only those countries that are able to withstand trials that 
surpass their enemies in the development and organization 
of economy. 

The war has shown that our country is just such a country. 
The Soviet State never has been so firm and unshakable as 
now in the third year of war. The Soviet State has shown 
that a Socialist State is not only the best form of organiza- 
tion in building up the country in peacetime but the best 
form of uniting all forces of the people to repulse the enemy. 


Now “UNcRUSHABLE Fortress” 


During twenty-six years the Socialist State has converted 
our country into an uncrushable fortress. The Red Army, 
compared with all the armies in the world, has the firmest, 
most stable hinterland. There is no doubt that the Soviet 
Union will emerge from the war a powerful and even more 
strengthened country. 

The German invaders have been pillaging and laying 
waste our territories and striving to undermine the power 
of our State. The Red Army offensive revealed to an even 
greater extent the barbarous and vandalistic character of the 
Hitlerite army. 

Like medieval barbarians and hordes of killers they carry 
away our peaceful civilians and burn down our.towns and 
villages. They destroy our industrial centers. All this 
speaks for the weakness of the Fascist invaders, for only 
mercenaries act in such a way; they themselves do not believe 
in their victory. 

The more hopeless the situation of the Hitlerites becomes 
the more they run riot, the greater their atrocities and the 
greater they pillage. 

Our people will not forgive the German monsters for 
these crimes. We shall compel the German criminals to 
answer for all atrocities and for all crimes. 

In areas that were temporarily under the control of the 
Fascist pogromists we are carrying out the great task of 
restoration of towns and villages. We restore cultural 
institutions, industry, transport and farming, create living 
quarters with all amenities for the population, and restore 
production and agriculture in areas liberated from the enemy. 

But this is only the beginning. We must completely erase 
the results of German misrule in districts liberated from 
German occupation. This is a great national task. We 
must and shall solve the problem. 

The results and consequences of the Red Army victories 
have changed the whole course of the war. During the last 
year there have been changes not only in the fatherland’s 
war but in the whole world situation. Changes have taken 
place this year in the military field and in the field of foreign 
relations there has been profit among friendly nations to the 


detriment of Germany and her companions in the plunder of 
Europe. 


Course oF War ALTERED 


The results and consequences of the Red Army victories 
have gone far beyond the limits of the Soviet-German front. 
They have altered the course of the World War and ac- 
quired enormous international importance. 

The victory of the Allies over the common enemy has 
come nearer. ‘The relations between them, the fraternity 
in arms of their forces, despite expectations of the enemy, 
not only did not weaken but on the contrary have grown 
firmer. 

The historic decisions of the Moscow conference gave 
shining proof of this when the representatives of the Soviet 
Union, Great Britain and the United States met and reached 
decisions recently published. 

Now the United Nations are fully decided to deal con- 
certed blows to the enemy. These will lead to final victory 
over the enemy. 

This year’s blows the Red Army dealt the German 
Fascist armies were assisted by the military operations of 
our Allies in North Africa and the Mediterranean as well 
as in southern Italy. 

Now at this very moment also our Allies are subjecting— 
and continue to subject—to a smashing bombing that shatters 
to the foundations the important industrial centers of Ger- 
many and by so doing are considerably weakening the military 
might of the enemy. And so, if we add up all factors, includ- 
ing the fact that the Allies are regularly supplying various 
munitions, armaments and war materials to us, we can say 
without prejudice that by all this they have rendered con- 
siderably easier the successes of our troops on the fronts. 

Of course the present operations of the Allied armies in 
the south of Europe cannot yet be regarded as a second 
front. Nevertheless this is something like it. 


New Front Nor Far Orr 


It is clear that the opening of the real second front in 
Europe, which is not far off, will considerably speed up the 
victory over Hitlerite Germany. And it will consolidate 
still further the alliance of the Allies with the U.S.S.R. 

In this way it will be shown that the anti-Hitlerite coali- 
tion is a firm union of peoples and one built on solid 
foundations. 

It is now clear to everyone that the Hitlerite clique, by 
starting the present war, has led Germany ana ter satellites 
into an impasse. The defeat of the Fascist armies on the 
Soviet-German front and under the blows of our Allies on 
the Italian-German front has shattered the structure of the 
Fascist myth which now is crumbling before our eyes. 

Italy has fallen from the Hitlerite coalition. Mussolini 
cannot change anything in that situation, being in fact a 
prisoner of the Germans. 

Take in turn the other participants of the Hitlerite coali- 
tion: Finland, Hungary, Rumania and other Hitlerite 
vassals. Discouraged by the present position of Germany, 
they now entirely have lost faith in their enterprise and are 
worried by the manner of getting out of the abyss into which 
Hitler led them. 

The leaders of these vassals, until so recently still obedient 
to their master, now recognize the time has come to answer 
for their robbery and are taking to the bushes and trying to 
find a favorable moment to slip away unnoticed from the 
robber giant. 

Entering the war, the participants of the Hitle- gains 
divided up in advance what pieces would fall to whom: to 
whom the cakes and the buns, to whom the bumps and the 
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bruises. Of course, the bumps and the bruises were re- 
served for their enemies. For themselves the cakes and the 


buns. 
Autures WiLt GIve THE BRUISES 


But now it is clear that Germany and her vassals won't 
get the cakes and the buns and instead the Allies reserve for 
them the bumps and the bruises. 

Foreseeing the inevitable future, they try to break off the 
chain. Each of them now is trying to find a way out of the 
war, having received the least of the bumps and the bruises. 
‘They understand that the longer they delay their rupture 
with Hitler and allow the Germans to lord it over their 
countries, the more devastation is awaiting their countries, 
the greater the suffering of their peoples. 

The Germans have shown not even a dream of defending 
the vassal countries and only use them for the purpose of 
war, intending to throw part of the German rout on the 
shoulders of the vassals. 

The cause of the Hitlerite Fascists is lost and, on the 
other hand, the front of the freedom-loving great powers 
has been constituted. 

In the occupied countries of Europe the people’s wrath is 
growing and bringing growing popular forces to fight 
against the Fascist oppressors. The prestige of Germany 
is lost irretrievably. The prestige of the Allies is growing. 
The feeling of indignation against Germany is _ rising. 
Political and economic links with all neutral countries have 
been undermined for Germany. 

The time when the Hitlerite clique was able to conquer 

items toward implementing world domination is left far 

yw, as you know, Hitler has not won world domi- 
Li. !'e did not live up to it—may he now go to hell. 

In tu.. way the course of the war has shown the alliance 
of Fascist states has not, and did not, have a firm underlying 
foundation. The Hitlerite coalition was founded on the 
basis of companionship in robbery and conquest. From the 
first defeat the Fascist coalition was sent cracking. 


UNEQUAL TO SITUATION 


While it had successes, the Hitlerite coalition appeared 
strong. Hitler Germany has proved unequal to the situation. 

The victory of the Allies will set the urgent and most im- 
portant task of restoration and organization of the state, 
economic and cultural life of European countries. “Together 
with our Allies, we must. 
Free countries subjected by the Fascist invaders 
and give assistance for the establishment of national states 
that were dismembered by the Fascist oppressors. The peoples 
ot France, Belgium, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, Poland, 


Kirst: 


Greece and other countries under the Fascist yoke must re- 
cover full rights of freedom and independence. 

Second: The liberated countries of Europe must receive 
full right and freedom to decide for themselves their form 
of state. 

Third: Fascist criminals, guilty instigators of the present 
war and suffering of peoples, must be dealt stern punishment, 
whatever countries in which they may hide themselves. They 
must bear retribution for their crimes. 

Fourth: Such order must be established in Europe as 
completely to preclude the possibility of new aggression by 
Germany. 

Fifth: Economic, political and cultural collaboration of 
the peoples of Europe must be created and based on mutual! 
trust and assistance with the object of restoring what has 
been destroyed. 

This year the Red Army achieved great successes together 
with the Soviet people against the German invaders. We 
have turned the course of the war so that it now favors our 
country and the war unfolds itself in a final conclusion, the 
complete rout of the Hitlerites. 

But it is not befitting the Soviet people to rest on their 
laurels and be inebriated by success. Victory can slip if all 
efforts are not constantly applied to achieve the final decision. 
Victory does not come of itself. It must be carried in 
fighting. 

Enemy Must Be CrusHep 


Victory is near. But to achieve victory a new mustering 
of all forces, the self-sacrificing labor of all in the rear and 
the skillful conduct and decisive action of the Red Army 
on the front are necessary. It would be criminal toward 
the Fatherland and the Soviet peoples temporarily under the 
Fascist yoke if we did not seize every opportunity for specd- 
ing the rout of the enemy. 

Everything must be done to smash the enemy. The Soviet 
people and the Red Army will see the difficulties ahead but 
are cheered by a consciousness that the day of victory is 
nearing. The war has entered a phase when the complete 
ousting of the Fascist invader is at hand. The day is not 
far off when we will liberate from the enemy completely the 
Ukraine and the White Russia, Leningrad and Kalinin 
regions, when we will liberate from the invaders the people 
of Crimea and Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Moldavia and 
Karelia, the Finnish republic. 

Comrades: To the victory of the Anglo-American-Soviet 
fighting alliance, to the liberation of the peoples of Europe 
from the Fascist yoke! 

To the complete ousting of the German Fascist monsters 
from Soviet soil! Glory to the army! Glory to the Red 
Fleet! Glory to the daring men and women guerillas! Glory 
to the great Fatherland! Death to the German invaders! 


“Germany Will Never Capitulate” 


FANATICAL CONFIDENCE NECESSARY IN THESE BAD TIMES 
By ADOLF HITLER, Fuehrer of Germany 


Following is an English Translation of Hitler's Speech at Munich, Germany, Broadcast in German 
by the Greater German Radio, November 8, 1943 


(As recorded by the Office of War Information, Washington, D. C.) 


Y PARTY comrades, men and women; German 
racial comrades: Scarcely a third of a man’s life- 
time is included in the time that has passed since 

the day which we are commemorating today, and for the 
celebration of which I have returned for a few hours to 


your midst. Yet there is hardly a period in the history of 
mankind which has experienced in 20 years such mighty, 
world-shaking events, so influencing the fate of nations. It 
is fitting to call to mind in retrospect the main features of 
the events of that time. 
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Jewish Influence—1914—The German Reich is a consti- 
tutional, that is, a parliamentary-democratic monarchy. 
Through numberless breaches, Jewry has penetrated into 
the State, into political life, and particularly, into the 
so-called ruling class. Economic life became in all fields (as 
we know) its exclusive domain. 


Maintenance of Peace—The political aims of the Reich 
of that time were directed only toward the maintenance of 
world peace. National defense resources were accordingly 
not utilized to the fullest possible extent, as regards either 
manpower or material. The mere fact that the Reich of that 
time, in spite of almost 30 million more inhabitants than 
France, possessed even numerically a smaller Army, is the 
best disproof of the claim made later that peace had been 
threatened by this State. 


Wear of Coalition—The encirclement of Germany did not 
have any other purpose but the one which was quite frankly 
proclaimed by numerous Englishmen, namely, to destroy the 
Reich, as the organically strongest European power, by a 
war of coalition, in the same way in which England had 
fought in previous centuries first Spain, then Holland, and 
finally France, in long-drawn-out wars. 


Shopworn Slogans—The small British Island which had 
gradually subjugated a quarter of the total surface of the 
globe through numerous acts of war, nevertheless, did not 
renounce using, at the beginning of and during the First 
World War, the shopworn moralizing phrases, which Eng- 
land had always taken into every war with her: “Fight for 
the freedom of small peoples! Fight for the reorganization 
of the world in the name of justice! Fight for democracy! 
Fight for the equality of all races!”, and other similar high- 
sounding phrases. 


No Decisive Victories—In spite of the fact that a tremen- 
dous world-wide superior force was bearing down on the 
German Reich of that time, no decisive victories against it 
were gained at any point, so that the final breakdown could 
be ascribed less to the deeds of the sword than to the influ- 
ence of a subversive propaganda. An American president 
dangled before the democratic Germany of that time, the 
ideal of a new world order in 14 points. The people were 
politically too little trained to be able to see through this 
haze and mist, and above all they were too ingenuous in 
taking these democratic assurances seriously. 


WEAK Leavers SusMitT WItTHOuT FIGHT 


The leadership of the State consisted of weaklings who, 
instead of fighting as duty commanded to the last breath, 
followed the seemingly easier way of compromise and thus 
of submission. By so doing they were, however, driven by 
parties and leaders who were completely dominated by the 
outside world, not only spiritually but also materially. Thus 
the Ninth and the Eleventh of November came about. The 
German people, trusting in the solemnly given assurance 
laid down their arms, and even changed their form of 
Government. 


Degenerate Democracy—Now the monarch deserted the 
Army and the people and went into the. .. . Most of the 
foundations of a true State authority were lost through a 
revolution of the most unprincipled degeneration, and in 
its place came a democracy more or less degenerate, border- 
ing on anarchy. Thereby the conditions imposed by our 
enemies were not only met but actually surpassed. Hardly 
in any country in the world was Jewry able to celebrate 
such triumphs as in the November Germany of that day. 
And then, in spite of all, there began a period of the most 
abominable capitalistic exploitation and extortion, after 


continued moral and political acts of violence against our 
people. 


Systematic Destruction—The aim was not only the de- 
struction of German economy, as the foundation of our exis- 
tence, but the annihilation of the physical existence of the 
people. Thus the democratic Weimar Republic was syste- 
matically tortured to death by the Western democracies. 
The prognosis of Clemenceau, that Germany had 20,000,000 
people too many, was just as brutally frank as is the unveiled 
threat made by the British politicians of today that India 
has 100,000,000 or 200,000,000 people too many. The 
fulfilment of Clemenceau’s demand was within reach. The 
general impoverishment of our people through economic 
and unemployment disintegration led to a constant limitation 
of the birth rate, to a mounting mortality rate, and thus, 
to an inescapable lowering of our population figures. 


Hitler’s Struggle—Individual men rose in different places 
in Germany in protest against this process of decay and 
attempted, by (equally) various methods, to find ways and 
means to salvation. I, too, a soldier unknown and nameless, 
resolved in the days of the collapse (of the Reich), to oppose 
this process; to appeal to the Nation, in order to cure it of 
its internal malady, ana to mobilize all the strength needed 
for the self-assertion of the State. 


Nazis Ris— AND FALL, But Rise AGAIN 


In an unremitting and relentless struggle for the hearts 
and souls of individual men we were gradually successful 
in winning over hundreds, then thousands, and finally tens 
of thousands of followers. All of them felt themselves bound 
to (support) the proclamation of a national community 
which was to draw its strength from the entire people. 
Separation into classes and parties was rejected. After 
international Jews had corrupted the German economy by 
way of inflation and had destroyed the means of livelihood 
of millions, came the recognition of the unavoidable neces- 
sity for a solution of the problems besetting the Nation. On 
November 8, 1923, at the eleventh hour... . 


Party Dissolved—And this attempt at liberation failed. 
The National-Socialistic movement suffered its most terrible 
set-back. It came to... in the struggle for the formation 
of the new Reich. The Party was forbidden and dissolved. 
The leaders were either dead, wounded, fugitives abroad or 
prisoners in German prisons. I, myself, was taken to Lands- 
berg. Today when I am with you, I may well say that the 
cares which weighed upon us were lighter than those we 
have today. 


Fanaticism and Persistence—Twenty years have passed 
since that November 8. If we recall it today with particular 
emotion, two thoughts move us: First, what a marvelous 
record our movement has made! How strong the faith of 
our unknown followers! How we succeeded through this 
fanaticism and through unshakable persistence not only in 
overcoming collapse (of) the movement in a few years, but 
also in finding new strength for its later rise! For how 
many people were there later in Germany who, especially 
after the assumption of power, behaved as if the victory of 
the National Socialist Party, the movement and its philosophy 
had in any case been a matter of course from the beginning. 


Lacked Foresight—As far as the foresight of these people 
was concerned, just the opposite held true; for they were the 
ones who believed least of all in such a victory insofar as 
they did not see in the movement from the beginning a 
temporary, at least an insignificant phenomenon. They were 
convinced, especially after the Ninth of November, 1923, 
that this, as they thought, dead political party or even (its) 
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philosophy would never again come to life. Indeed, even 
in November, 1923, the conviction that our struggle was 
hopeless was established more strongly in these circles than 
was the belief in our victory. 

Socialist Renaissance—When at some time in the centuries 
to come the writing of history, uninfluenced by the pros 
and cons of a significant period, will survey critically the 
years of the National Socialistic renaissance, then it can in 
all probability hardly fail to come to the conclusion that we 
are witnessing the most wonderful victory of faith over 
the alleged elements of .... 


Alternative Fate—The second thought, however, which 
impresses us today can only be this: “What really would 
have become of Germany and Europe if the Eighth and Ninth 
of November, 1923, had not occurred, that is, if the Na- 
tional Socialist world of ideas had not conquered the German 
Reich? 

Sth of November—The assumption of power in the year 
1933 is indissolubly bound to the Eighth of November, 1923. 
On this day for the first time, there was a cleavage of spirits 
in the young movement; the weak were expelled, but those 
that remained were filled with a heightened and strengthened 
fanaticism. From that time forward came the period in 
which National Socialist ideas could win men ‘more easily 
than before. The Party became the germinating source for 
the consolidation of our world of ideas, for long before 
1933 the National Socialist State had millions of followers 


in the community of our people in addition to those of the 
Party. 


GERMANY ONLY SHIELD AGAINST BOLSHEVISM 


But what would have become of Europe? What, above 
all, of our German Reich and our beloved homeland, if in 
consequence of a lack of faith and of a lack of readiness on 
the part of the individual to contribute his utmost to the 
movement, Germany would have remained what it was at 
that time, the impotent democratic State at the start of my 
career? When asked this question every thinking person 
virtually trembles, especially today, for no matter what 
Germany would otherwise look like, the Eastern European, 
inner-Asiatic-Bolshevik colossus would have completed its 
armaments and would never have lost sight of the goal of 
its planned destruction of Europe. 


Army Lacking—The German Reich militarily, however, 
with its completely inadequate Reichswehr of 100,000 men, 
without an inner political ideology, and without material 
arms, would have made a show of resistence only for a few 
weeks against this world Power. Today it need no longer 
be proved how fallacious it was to think that Europe could 
be protected from Bolshevik Russia—let us say, by Poland. 
Then there is still another belief, namely, that one might 
perhaps have been able to appease the Bolshevik colossus by 
renouncing all ideas of (force), that perhaps their plans for 
world conquest would be forestalled by a peaceful and... 
disarming Europe. 


Geese and Chickens—My party comrades, that strikes me 
just as if the geese and chickens were one fine day to make 
the foxes a solemn declaration that they no longer intended 
to attack foxes, hoping thereby to turn the foxes into vege- 
tarians. This Bolshevik Asiatic colossus will continue to 
storm against Europe until in the end it is itself broken and 
beaten. And how they always maintain that, for example, 
Finland has jeopardized the peace of the world! And yet 
it was attacked, and without Germany’s interference .. . 
its existence would have been put to a new and terrible trial 


as far back as 1941. 


Shipped to Siberia—We need not waste a word about the 
result of this . . . Bolshevik action. Nor will anybody 
seriously believe that the Estonians, the Latvians, or the 
Lithuanians had, by chance, the desire to conquer the Urals. 
But nevertheless Russia decided to chase these people out 
of their countries and to ship them to Siberia. It is certainly 
not the intention of Rumania, either, to take possession of 
the Caucasus and the Baku oil fields, but Russia has set as 
its aim the occupation of not only the mouth of the Danube 
but also the Rumanian oil fields and, more than that, the 
entire Balkans, and the use of them as a springboard for 
further expansion. 


2,000-year Threat—This onslaught from the east of Eur- 
ope, threatening again and again for almost 2,000 years, can 
be successfully opposed and brought to a halt by one single 
State only—that is Germany. If this struggle is boundlessly 
hard even for our people, that is only proof that without 
Germany no State at all would be in a position to resist this 
plague; that every hope of the individual European peoples 
to stem (the Eastern hordes) by “good behavior” or by 
clever bargaining is the most childish stupidity or miserable 
cowardice, and above all, that the belief that another Power, 
perhaps even a non-European one, could take over instead 
of Germany the protection of this Continent, is not only 
senseless but betrays a real moral weakness. It is above all 
the most complete lack of . . . when many countries act 
as though they believed that the Jewish-plutocratic West 
could overcome the Jewish-Bolshevik East. 


Opposite Effect—No, the opposite will take place. One 
day the Jewish-Bolshevik East will relieve Western Jewry 
of its burden of having to go on being hypocritical. Then 

. it can announce with complete frankness the final objec- 
tive . . .—the Jewish democracies of the West . . . the 
previous plans (even) of Bolshevism. The same naive people, 
however, who believe today to have found in Stalin the 
spirit that will pull the chestnuts out of the fire will 
experience, perhaps sooner than they are able to fathom, that 
the spirits conjured from the underworld undermine them 
themselves, their own countries too. One thing, my Party 
Comrades, is certain. Without the Eighth of November, 
1923, the National Socialist movement would not have 
become what it is. Without the National Socialist move- 
ment there would not be a strong German Reich today. 
And without this German Reich, which no doubt is mili- 
tarily the most effective in Europe ... there would already 
no longer be a European future. 


ENGLAND CANNoT REPEAT Coup oF 1918 


One thing must be emphasized—that England has again 
been the driving force in this war. The fact that it com- 
bines within itself, with Jewry, the original cause, expres- 
sion, and conduct of the war corresponds to a repetition of 
the occurrence of the First World War. But when such 
powerful historical events do not lead twice to the same 
result, then it may be considered certain, that neither can 
the forces of that time be compared with the forces of today. 


Different Germany—And it should no longer be a secret 
to anyone that the present Germany is a different State 
from the Germany of 1918, just as November 9, 1943, no 
longer resembles November 9, 1918. 


Tremendous Struggle—The struggle in which we find 
ourselves since the year 1939 is too tremendous and unique 
to be measured with the yardsticks of small quarrels between 
States. We are now fighting in the 5th year of this greatest 
struggle of all times, but let us remember one thing. When 
he started, the enemy in the East stood barely 150 kilometers 
from Berlin. In the West his cohorts menaced the Rhine, 
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and the Saar region was situated in the fire of his artillery. 
At the Belgian-Dutch frontier the satellites bound by treaty 
to England and France lay in ambush merely 100 kilometers 
from our largest industrial region, while the democratic 
government of Norway affirmed the accords which were to 
lead them one day into the camp of our enemies. The Bal- 
kans were pregnant with the latent danger of the worst 
surprises. Through the behavior of her King and his clique, 
Italy was forced to... , and Germany thereby was placed 
quite alone on her own resources. 


Ring Broken—Then, my fellow Party members, this 
National Socialist State destroyed this ring of encirclement 
with powerful, history-making blows, and through the hero- 
ism of its soldiers thrust back the front almost everywhere 
far more than 1,000 kilometers. Our enemies have become 
modest. What they today designate as victories, they 
formerly put down as quite insignificant operations for us. 
Solely through these “insignificant” operations undertaken 
at that time, was the strong field of battle created, on which 
the present struggle of the peoples is being essentially fought. 


Proud Task—By the side of our great East Asian allies, 
the European peoples have, with clear insight, recognized 
the dimensions of the proud tasks and brought their propor- 
tionate sacrifices. 


Historic Shame—lf these sacrifices of the greatest Euro- 
pean State allied with us have in the end become more or 
less useless, then can it be ascribed only to the planned 
sabotage of miserable cliques which, after years of weakness, 
stirred themselves at length to a single deed which, to be 
sure, they may lay claim as unparalleled in the history of 
shamelessness. 


Duce’s Rescue—I am glad that we have succeeded in 
rescuing from the clutches of the most miserable apparitions 
of this otherwise so monumental era the man who has done 
everything not only to make his country large, powerful, 
and happy but to allow it to take part in a historical struggle 
which will in the end decide the fate and culture of this 
Continent. 


Vain Hopes—It goes without saying that the Italian 
collapse even in its consequences could not be without a 
reaction on the total development of the war. Even so 
the hopes of our enemies are vain in this instance, too. What 
they had frivolously hoped for did not enter the picture, and 
that element will not enter which they still hope to come 
from it. They had hoped that the German divisions in 
Italy would be cut off and annihilated at a blow; that the 
German-occupied islands would thus be lost; that the Bal- 
kans would fall into their lap like a ripe fruit; and that 
they would, therefore, be able to carry the war up to the 
German borders with one thrust. The onslaught to the 
Brenner Pass has turned into a snail-paced offensive far 
south of Rome. This offensive will still take its toll in 
blood, and not according to the estimates of our enemies, 
but . . . corresponding to our plans. 


Enemy's Task—Each rw landing will force them to 
accumulate even more shipping space. It will split the 
forces of our enemies and will (give) new possibilities to 
the (assault) by our weapons. But wherever any such 
landing takes place, it comes up against our preparedness 
and it will then certainly come to the realization, that—and 
this can be addressed to Churchill—it is one thing to land 
in Italy and to come up against Italians, and quite another 
thing to land at the Channel and in France, Denmark, or 
Norway and come up against Germans. And then it will 
also be proved whether our retarding tactics in several sec- 
tors mean weakness, or cool deliberation. 


Eastern Front—The battle in the East is the hardest 
that the German people has ever had to carry out. What 
our men endure here cannot be compared in any way with 
what our enemy is accomplishing. But here also their final 
goal, that of bringing the German front to a collapse, will 
not only not be reached, but, as always in world history, 
the last battle alone will carry with it the decision. How- 
ever, that country will (fight) this last battle to its advan- 
tage which utilizes this decisive hour with the greatest . . ., 
the greatest perseverance, and the greatest fanaticism. 


SOLDIER AND NATION TO DO IMPOSSIBLE 


What I, therefore, demand of the German soldier is tre- 
mendous. It is the task of the front, however, to make 
possible in the end the seemingly impossible, and it is the task 
of the homeland to support and give strength to the front 
in its struggle against the seemingly impossible, or against 
that which seems impossible to bear; and to realize to its 
full extent that the destiny of our entire Nation, of women 
and children, and of our entire future depends on this, and 
that by exerting our ultimate effort the decision in our favor 
will be brought about; that every sacrifice they, are bringing 
today would be in no proportion to the sacrifices that would 
be demanded of us, should we be unable to win the war; 
that all in all there can be no other thought (in our minds) 
than that of a ruthless conduct of the . . . in order to win 


the victory, no matter what the situation may be, regardless © 


of where we may have to fight. 


Italian Example—When the betrayal of the King of Italy 
and of the Crown Prince and his military clique became more 
and more obvious, our situation was not (favorable), and in 
the eyes of many it was desperate. The two Dictators of 
Democracy already believed themselves to be able (in 


Washington) to jointly celebrate, as an enjoyable spectacle, — 


the destruction of the German Armies and the delivery of 
my friend (into their hands) and yet what appeared almost 
impossible, was made possible in a few weeks. Out of an 
almost unavoidable catastrophe, there grew up over night, 
a series of glorious deeds which brought about a complete 
restoration of our position, in many respects even an im- 
provement. 


Value of Faith—When this war is once ended, then at 
any rate, the greatest laurels will have to be credited to 
our faith and our steadfastness rather than to our unique 
energy and hence unique deeds. 


German Soil—Furthermore, every German should re-~ 
member that this struggle could just as well have taken” 


place right from the beginning on German soil, without 
our doubting for even an instant that in this case also it 
would have been fought out with the utmost fanaticism. 


Crucial Hour—Whaoever is laden with so many laurels 
as is the German Army may well rest now and then when 
he is very weary. However, when the hour approaches, every 
musketeer at the front, every man and every woman at 
home must face the fight anew so that they may defend 
whatever Providence has given them to live and (work) for. 


Enemy Moves—On this every propaganda of our enemies 
must come to nought. Just as during the time of the World 
War, they do not hope as much for a victory of their arms 
as (they hope) for the effectiveness of their phrases, of their 
threats and their (bluffs). First they threaten with time, 
with hunger, with the winter, and so on, then (they 
threaten) that the bomb terror alone would suffice to wear 
down the German people internally: (but) while in the 
First World War the German people collapsed internally, 
almost without any (outside) influence by the enemy, today 
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they will never lose their power of resistance, not even under 
the (pressure of the) greatest hardships. 

Party's Role—Here above all, the National Socialist 
Party has the task of being a model through its leaders and 
through its members. The burdens of the struggle in the 
homeland, just as much as at the front, will be borne, first 
and foremost, by the Party comrades. 


Merciless War—Regardless of whether they are men or 
women, they will then form the regiment of unbending 
resistance. “They will have to help the weak, and support 
the strong, (they will have to) bring the unworthy to his 
senses and, if necessary, even call him to order, or to destroy 
him. For there is one thing about which there can be no 
doubt, this war is a merciless one, and the aims of our enemies 
are accordingly satanic, 

British Hate—lf a British newspaper writes that the 
German people should be surrendered to Russian Bolshevism 
for so and so many years so that the latter could carry out 
its “measures” on them; or, if English priests pray that 
Bolshevism may succeed in decimating or even totally ex- 
terminating the German people at some later date, then the 
only answer in this case is a fanaticism, just as great, which 
forces everyone to exemplary fulfillment of his duties. Too 
many sacrifices have been made for anybody to have the 
right to exclude himself from these sacrifices for the future. 


Heroes’ Example—Everyone of our courageous soldiers 
who fought somewhere in Russia and is not going to come 
back te the homeland has a right (to demand) that others 
be just as brave as he himself was. For he didn’t die so that 
others would surrender the very thing for which he fought; 
but he died so that by his sacrifice and by the sacrifices of 
all the comrades and all the fellow citizens at the front 
and in the homeland, the future of this homeland, the future 
of our Nation might be saved. 


ALLiges SHOULD SOLVE Own ProBLEMS 


I mentioned already that our enemies believe, above all, 
that they will be able to wear down the German people 
today with bluff and with propaganda, with bluff by acting 
as if victory were already won. If it wouldn’t be so serious 
one really could laugh sometimes about this practice. At a 
time when they chase from one conference to the other to 
smooth over their various disagreements, to find possibilities 
to gain some footholds, (at such a time) they act as if they 
were already the victors. They call together commissions to 
work on the shaping-of the post-war world. It would be 
much more useful if they would occupy themselves with the 
shaping of their own world at this present moment. 

Hungry People—They call together commissions which 
are charged with seeing to it that the world will be supplied 
with food after the war. It would be better if they would 
supply with food at this time their own people, millions of 
whom are threatened by famine at this very moment. It is 
typical British-Jewish, shameless impudence that they act to- 
day as if they would be at all in a position to master the 
problems of the world, they who were not even able to master 
their own problems and who needed the war to escape the 
accounting which would have been demanded of them for not 
solving their own problems. 


U. S. Unemployment—A country like America has 
13,000,000 unemployed, and the leadership of this country, 
which was unable to master this problem, acts as if it would 
be in a position to master the labor problem of the rest of 
the world. Of course they could organize capitalistic exploi- 
tation again. The fact that, on account of such exploitation, 
their own people were also perishing is another matter in 
which they are not very much interested. 


Propaganda Ruses—Finally, their propaganda measures 
in some instances go in directions which are still familiar 
to us from the World War. First: they try, in the first 
place, to create the impression in the German people and 
even more in the people of our Allies, by means of a flood 
of paper, that the war is not only won, that it is already 
decided, but also that inside the nations great masses are 
longing for this development to occur. There is one answer 
we must give here, at this point: I do not know whether 
there are persons among the German people who really hope 
to gain something by a victory of the Allies. These could 
only be people who think exclusively of themselves; criminals 
who are willing to serve as executioners of their own people. 
Everybody else, however, who belongs to his people, knows 
exactly what a victory of these enemies would mean. There- 
fore, there are no groups in Germany who hope for this 
victory ; there are today only some few criminals who believe 
perhaps that they can thus build up a better future for 
themselves. 

Death Threat—However, let nobody be doubtful, let 
nobody deceive himself about this one thing: We shall take 
care of these criminals; that which happened in the year 1918 
will not repeat itself a second time in Germany. At a 
time . . . At a time when such great sacrifices have been 
demanded from thousands, nay tens of thousands, hundreds 
of thousands of courageous soldiers, we shall not shrink from 
bringing other people to terms who are not ready to make 
these sacrifices. If tens of thousands of the very best people, 
if our dearest fellow citizens can die, then we certainly 
shall not shrink from putting to death without much ado a 
few hundreds criminals at home. 

Different Today—During the World War, of course, 
things were different; during the World War the sacrifices 
of the soldiers were taken as a matter of course; but just as 
normal was the crook, earning immense sums on the one 
hand, or the war profiteer; or, on the other hand, the 
deserter, or, finally in the fourth place, or in the third 
place, the man who caused the Nation to disintegrate inter- 
nally and who was paid for it from the outside—all these 
elements were immune for all those (months and years). 
They were spared at that time. Only the courageous soldier 
had to sacrifice his life. But that is different today. 

Off with Head—My old comrades-in-arms will still recall 
how we were embittered by these circumstances after the 
World War; how we all of us said at the time: “It is a 
dirty shame that something like this is at all possible, that 
the brave man at the front must give his life, while at home 
the rascals do their dirty work.” Of course, there may be 
such rascals today also, and of course, there are some. 
But they have only a single chance of surviving, that is, to 
lie low. If we lay our hands on one of them, then off goes 
his head. F 

Easy to Do—And he can be convinced that it is much 
harder for me to give the command for just a small operation 
at the front, knowing that perhaps hundreds, and perhaps 
even thousands, of men will fall as a result of it, than it is 
for me to sign a sentence for the execution of a few dozen 
rascals, swindlers, or crooks. 

No Chance—Therefore, these hopes will remain vain. 
Moreover, the State of today is so thoroughly organized that 
these elements cannot work at all. The conditions indispen- 
sable for their work do not exist... . 


GERMAN Victims oF Bomss WILL BE AVENGED 


What the German Homeland here has to bear is known 
to all of us. What my personal feelings are regarding this, 
you cannot imagine. When this war began the American 








Adolf Hitler 


113 





President hypocritically approached me with the request 
that we should pledge ourselves not to wage a war with 
bombs. We did this and also kept (our promise). This 
was only done for the purpose of giving the others time 
to prepare for this war (type of) themselves, in order to 
start it at a given time. 


Hitler’s Sorrow—I should like to express two things here: 
first, what I had wanted to prevent were the sacrifices among 
women and children, the sacrifices on the part of the home- 
land altogether. What sorrows me is that all these people 
lose their possessions. Almost trivial in comparison with 
these are the damages caused to our cities, for this must be 
clearly understood by us: Those we will rebuild 
and more beautifully than ever. If it is possible for a 
nation, to fight against a whole world, if it is possible for 
a nation to build six or eight million, or ten million cubic 
meters of concrete into fortresses in one year, if it is pos- 
sible for a nation to build thousands of armament factories, 
it will no doubt be possible for us to build two or three 
million homes each year. In less than 3 years the homes will 
be rebuilt without exception. Let them destroy as many as 
they will. 

Contrasting Plans—The Americans and the English are 
at present planning to rebuild the world. I am at present 
planning to rebuild Germany and all our . . . will be: 
While this reconstruction of the world by the Americans 
and the English will never take place, the reconstruction 
of Germany by National Socialism will be carried out com- 
pletely and according to plan. And for this purpose our 
mass organizations, starting with the O. T. (Organization 
Todt), to the Reich Labor Service, including all the rest 
of German industry, will be drafted. Let’s put an end to 
the (so-called) war criminals! Here they will find a useful 
occupation for the first time in their lives. 


Revenge will Come—That was the first thing I had to 
say, regarding this, and the second thing, well believe it or 
not, but the hour of revenge will (come)! For thank God, 
even if we cannot reach America for the time being, another 
State lies well within our reach and this one we will deal 
with. 


Will to Win—And thirdly I would like to add: If our 
opponent thinks that by this he will decrease the intensity of 
the Germans will to war, he is laboring under a misappre- 
hension. Especially he who has once lost what he had, can 
have only one wish; namely, that the war will never be lost, 
for only a victorious war can help him win it back again. 
Thus the hundreds of thousands who were victims of the 
bombings are the advance guards of revenge. 


Hirer Stays WitH DETERMINED NATION 


Does our opponent really doubt that I am participating 
in domestic work and conferences, as I used to? When the 
war began, I immediately, as the result of Chamberlain’s 
announcement—and their capitalistic understanding natur- 
ally was that the war must last at least 3 years, that is the 
shortest possible time . . . their investments—I immediately 
had a 5-year program drawn up. Since then I have had this 
program extended. In the same manner in which we formerly 
handled our long-term plans we now handle this one, too. 
The gentlemen may be assured, that the war was by no 
means agreeable to us, for we did have peace-time programs. 

No Surrender—So we had peace programs. I regret very 
much that I cannot carry them out at this time, and that I 
cannot create anything more useful. But since this is not 
possible, we will at least never surrender prematurely, but 
look at time as our ally. Let this war last as long as it may. 
Germany will never capitulate. And never will we repeat 


the error of the year of 1918, namely, to lay down the arms 
a quarter-hour before 12 o'clock. You can count on this: 
Germany will be the very last one, to lay down her arms, 
and that will be 5 minutes past 12. 


Blood Toll—They cherish the hope that they can wear us 
down through costly sacrifices of blood. . . . Blood sacrifices 
are such that they amount to three to four of our opponents 
to each German. As hard as that is, these blood sacrifices 
can only obligate us,—can only obligate us. It will never 
happen again that, as in the World War, when we lost 
2,000,000 men, and when in the end this loss was without 
purpose, that once more we... . a single human being. 


Not in Vain—This, also, the soldier will know at the 
front, when from the battle of material and of the most 
strenuous efforts after trying hours he comes to realize. . . 
It simply must not be in vain that we are making this 
sacrifice here. From this, our people must benefit. 


Enemy Rumors—Then, when for a short time . . . you 
read at least three or four times every week that either I 
have had a nervous breakdown, or that I am already on the 
way out; at other times that I fired my friend Goering, 
and—or wait, that Goering has gone to Vienna and fired 
me; and then... has... the... that the Wehrmacht had 
replaced the Party, and that the Party had replaced the 
Wehrmacht, and then in this case they say Reichswehr 
suddenly instead of Wehrmacht. And then again the gen- 
erals have made a revolution against me, and then again I 
have had the generals arrested, have had them locked up, 
and so on. 


No Break—You may be convinced everything is possible ; 
but that I lose my nerves is completely out of the question. 


Old Hopes—My party comrades! Twenty years ago I 
really had nothing before me. At that time I had worked 
for 4 years and had toiled hard, and had my thoughts fixed 
with a burning heart on one thing; namely, on the success 
of this movement and on the salvation of the Fatherland, 
and then everything was destroyed at a blow. 


Stands Firm—At that time, when the . . . thought that 
they could drag me before the court and then break me 
before the court, and when they then thundered at me 
and ..., then I didn’t hesitate and despair, but in those 
months I wrote “Mein Kampf.” And today they can’ also 
be convinced that it can never be said of me that I can ever 
be affected by despondency. I have studied too much history 
not to know that great victories have never been achieved 
except through suffering and under the greatest tribulations. 
There is no great hero in world history who has not re- 
mained steadfast in the face of the greatest tribulations. 


Real Test—Anyone can endure . . . times, but when it 
thunders and storms, only then do strong characters reveal 
themselves. Any weakling can stand victories, but when 
the going becomes rough, only then it becomes evident who 
is a real man, and who doesn’t lose his nerve in such times, 
but who remains cool, and daring, and who never in the 
least has any thought of capitulation. 


GERMAN FAITH IN PROVIDENCE STRONG 


And now I should like to say something to those people 
who talk about religion. I am also religious, deeply and 
intrisically religious. And I believe that this Providence 
lives in man and that whoever cannot survive any of the 
trials which Providence imposes on him—and furthermore 
is broken by them—is not predestined by Providence to 
something greater; that it is a necessity following a law of 
nature, that, in a selective process, only the strongest survive 
and we must state it here frankly: If my own people would 
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be broken by such a trial I could not shed any tears about it. 
It would not have deserved anything else and it would be its 
own fate for which it would only have itself to blame. 


Sound People—But that that should happen I will never 
believe, for thank God I have not come to know the German 
people from the social sphere of the politicians, the big in- 
dustrialists or the so-called intellectually prominent; but, 
thank God, I have come to know the German people in the 
mixture of the masses and this mass of the people is healthy, 
is thoroughly sound. 


1918 Hitler—Believe me, if in 1918 I had been a member 
of the Democratic Party I also would have despaired of 
Germany. As it was, I was then a member of the German 
Armed Forces, a musketeer among millions of them, and 
that has given me my faith. And my whole fight in the 
movement for the soul of the German people and the soul 
of the broad masses, the millions of workers and peasants— 
only this fight has made me really strong, because it 
acquainted me with the most precious thing there is, the 
unspoiled strength of the broad masses, of the millions of 
fellow citizens from whom finally evolved the National 
Socialist idea of the State from which our people’s com- 
munity. sprang. 


Unwavering Leaders—Now every one of. these foreign 
statesmen should free himself from one thought, the thought 
that the German leadership will ever lose its nerve or that 
by any chance they should ever weaken. 


God's Role—I believe that God helps the one who helps 
himself, that is, the one who never gives up in any emer- 
gency and in any danger. But above all my dear fellow 
citizens, consider what shameless ingratitude toward Provi- 
dence it would be if one of us would ever really become 
unnerved. 


Kind Providence—What blessings have we not received 
from this Providence? What successes has Providence not 
given us? What magnificent victories has Providence not 
let us win? In these few years we have completely changed 
an almost desperate situation in which our country, our 
Reich, found itself. Has this Providence not led our Armies 
far beyond the borders of the Reich? Has not this Provi- 
dence let us master hopeless situations like the Italian col- 
lapse? And then would we want to be so contemptible, and 
despair of or doubt this Providence ? 


Cause for Thanks—I bow in gratitude before the Al- 
mighty that he has blessed us thus and that He has not 
sent us more severe trials. For it could just as well have 
happened that this battle should have spilled over into 
(German territory, and we would have had to fight in 
Germany, but I would have fought there also—everywhere 
and at every place—and I would never have capitulated. 
Thus with the gracious help of the Almighty we managed 
successfully to carry this struggle on against a world of 
superiority far beyond the borders of the Reich, and in 
view of this could there be anyone who can still be shameless 
enough to despair, or even doubt the blessing of Providence? 
He would only deserve that the . . . God forsake him. 


Proud to Lead—Because | believe in the justice of this 
God, I cannot do anything but hold the banner high, 
especially in storm and strife, and 1 am proud to be the 
leader of this Nation, not only in happy days, but especially 
in hard ones, and I am happy that in those days I can again 
give strength and confidence to the Nation, and that I can, 
and may, give comfort (and strength) to the entire German 
Nation; and that I can say to it: German Nation, be com- 
pletely reassured; whatever may happen, we will master 
everything. At the end there is victory. 


Party STRENGTH Ligs In COMMON PEOPLE 


After the World War was over and I spoke in public 
for the first time I said something like the following: We 
should not haggle with fate at all. For 4 years we were 
accompanied by good fortune such as God could grant 
only to one who had been chosen. We almost won the 
victory. And then our people became ungrateful. In spite 
of these victories they suddenly lost their morale, lost their 
faith and became weak, and because of this they no longer 
deserved the favor of the . . . and I have so often said— 
as you will remember yourselves—that Providence has made 
it clear to us, very clear, that she (gave) us that, which we 
deserved. 


No Repetition—It shall be our pledge today that this 
will never be repeated. That we shall not become presump- 
tuous and that we shall never. .. Providence when we have 
to give up a few kilometers somewhere, or even have to 
give up a few hundred kilometers, even if we are forced to 
do so by the necessities of war, when we are so far away 
from the homeland. ... They would be doing exactly the 
thing which during the World War we considered to be 
the worst thing that could happen, and this we must not 
repeat a second time. 


Bearers of Faith—(To this) . . . The National Socialist 
leadership and above all the Party . . . as the foremost bearer 
of faith. That is a task of all my followers, the task of all 
my Party comrades, both men and women, above all, that 
they are the bearer of this faith. 


U. 8. Comment—lI am really so proud when an American 
newspaper writes: “The (good fortune) of National Social- 
ism is,” for example, “the women.” It writes: “No doubt, 
National Socialism has done a great deal for the German 
woman. It has elevated her socially; it has . . . in organiz- 
ing her into tremendous organizations. It sends women 
from a (cultured) environment into the factories to take 
jobs, so that they may take leaves,” and so on, and so on. 
And it writes, “Of course, we couldn’t do that in the demo- 
cracies, and because of the fact that we cannot do that, we 
must therefore exterminate the National Socialist women in 
the future; for they are fanatical, and they cannot be taught 
anything.” 

Most Fanatical—That is correct. I know that in all 
these years it has been especially the women, and above all 
among the common people, who have been my most fanatical 
followers. This must continue to be so to an even greater 
extent in the future. The broad masses of the people must 
stand in (the ranks of) this movement. The women must 
merge into the movement, and both together, men and 
women, must lend support to the people, particularly in bad 
times, and it is already that way. 


Party’s Power—When . . . bombing raids come, then it 
is above all the Party, which, here again, sees to it that order 
is maintained, and that all is done which is humanly pos- 
sible. My Party comrades, can you imagine at all that 
in the First World War we could have suffered and endured 
even for one month what we have now been bearing for 
years? Can you imagine that? That is the merit of our 
movement, that is the merit of the manly education of our 
people, that is the National Socialist woman. 


Proud Confidence—And as long as this power remains 
with us, we do not need to despair, but, on the other hand, 
we look into the future with proud confidence. I have come 
here only for a few hours in order to speak to you, followers 
of long standing. Tomorrow I shall have returned. I leave 
you with a pleasant memory of my comrades-in-arms, a 
pleasant memory of a great period in the past. But you 
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should leave here with the fanatical confidence and with 
the fanatical belief that nothing else can exist for us but 
our victory. 


Not in Vain—For that we are fighting, for that very 
many have already died, for that others will also make the 
supreme sacrifice, for that generations, who already .. . 
will live. For the blood that is shed here today our Nation 


will be amply repaid. It will again grant an existence to 
millions of men in new homesteads. We will, therefore, 
remember once more our comrades who as National Socialist 
fighters have paved the way, which can be no other way 
than that of the greatness of our Fatherland, the greatness 
of our German nation, our National Socialist Party, our 
German Reich. Sieg Heil! 


Interdependence of Nations 


ANGLO-AMERICAN COOPERATION 
By LORD HALIFAX, British Ambassador to the United States 
Delivered before the Academy of Political Science, New York City, November 10, 1943 


and distinguished company, concerned—as by your title 

and purpose you are bound to be—with studies which 
have never been of more vital import to the world than they 
are today. 

The proceedings in your current sessions are devoted 
naturally—indeed, almost inevitably—to some of the issues 
presented by the phenomenon of total war; and it is fitting 
and valuable that on such an occasion we should be given 
the opportunity of listening to speeches from your Presi- 
dent, Mr. Lewis Douglas and from Brigadier General 
Hunter, who in their different spheres are making such 
notable contributions to victory. General Hunter, with 
the special knowledge and authority which he can command, 
has spoken of the war itself; and the President has force- 
fully reminded us of some of the outstanding events of 
recent years, 

Certainly, we can never hope to understand any political 
situation unless we know something of the history by which 
it has been created. When Edmund Burke said that people 
will not look forward to posterity who never look backward 
to their ancestors, he was expressing a profound truth. So, 
in the few minutes that I have tonight, I would like to go 
back over some pages of the past that seem to me to have 
their bearing upon the situation in which you in the United 
States and we in the British Commonwealth find ourselves 
today. 

When in 1776 our two countries parted company, the 
American people were on the threshold of westward expan- 
sion. Of the details of that amazing story you have greater 
knowledge than I, but the main outline is there for all to 
see. The Louisiana Purchase, master stroke of the genius 
of Jefferson; the “Ohio fever,” the Mexican War, the 
Forty-Niners, the trek to Utah and the innumerable un- 
recorded journeys of inconspicuous men and women. 

So it went on, a great story of adventure, perseverance and 
dauntless daring, until those myriad streams, trickling 
through valley, forest and prairie, at last reached the waters 
of the Pacific. 

After 1776 we too entered upon a century of expansion. 
For us it was not a matter of crossing the mountains and ford- 
ing rivers. Your fathers lived on the fringe of an unchart- 
ered continent, ours in a small island. So when that same 
call of adventure came to us, as it came to you, making 
pilgrims of both of our peoples, it led us overseas—to Can- 
ada, Australia, Africa, India, New Zealand—to almost every 
quarter of the globe. 


|: is a real privilege to be here tonight, in this learned 


Historic PARALLELS CITED 


There is a strong family likeness between these two move- 
ments. Both were, in the main, peaceful. They were not, 


as we know, accomplished without some fighting. You had 
the war with Mexico and the wars with the Indians. We, 
too, throughout the nineteenth century, had our lesser wars 
in various parts of the world. But more important than any 
of these campaigns was the long, almost uninterrupted pro- 
cess of peaceful expansion. 

In neither case, again, was this expansion planned. | 
suggest, subject to correction, that there was never a 
moment in American history when Congress, or the Federal 
authority, or any one else, sat down and plotted out a pro- 
gram of westward expansion, as business executives sit 
down to plan the expansion of a plant. It just happened. 
At one time a great many people—in New England in par- 
ticular—did not want it to happen. But it went on all the 
same because destiny is stronger than men or any govern- 
ment. 

And so it was with us, I can recall no occasion in all the 
nineteenth century when the rulers of Britain met in West- 
minster to discuss ways and means of enlarging the British 
Empire. The opposite was much nearer the truth. Canada? 
There was a moment—rather earlier, it is true, than the 
time of which I am speaking—when the British government 
of the day seriously considered exchanging Canada for 
Martinique, a vast territory for a tiny island. South Africa 
started off with a single port at which eastbound ships could 
load fresh vegetables. 

India? The records of the old East India Company are 
full of injunctions from the men in London to the men 
on the spot to keep clear of the country and its entangling 
quarrels and to mind their own business, which was trade. 
In different circumstances so it was in Australia, New 
Zealand, in what are now the colonies of Africa, in Malaya, 
and everywhere else. The government proposed, destiny 
disposed. 

In the middle years of the last century, many influential 
people were always urging that Britain should clear out 
of her overseas possessions. With the passing of the old 
colonial system and its monopoly of trade, colonies, as these 
outlying parts of the Empire were then all termed, were 
held by many to be unprofitable investments. They were 
judged a burden, an expense, a dangerous encumbrance. 

But once again destiny was too strong. 


“FOUNDED ON THAT CONCEPT” 


Nor does that point of resemblance stand alone: there is 
a sense in which every one of your pioneers carried in his 
pack or his covered wagon a copy of the Declaration of 
Independence. By that I mean that, however far he traveled 
and in whatever loneliness he made his last camp, he held 
fast to a certain concept of man, and of what by God's 
grace man’s life should be, and could be, in the great spaces 
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of North America. And so he made his camp, his village, 
his town, his territory, and ultimately his state; each squarely 
founded upon that concept inherited from the fathers of the 
Revolution. 

But it was older than these fathers. In early Colonial 
history it is recorded, | think of Massachusetts, that an 
elected assembly “broke out.” It was not granted or de- 
creed; it just appeared, because it had to appear with that 
kind of people with that kind of background. Wherever 
they went, they began at once to reproduce, as though in 
obedience to a natural law, the things they had left behind 
them on the eastern side of the Atlantic—the common law 
of England, Magna Carta, habeas corpus, the jury system, 
the parliamentary tradition and the spirit of representative 
institutions. All these things, and much more, belong to 
you by right of birth as fully as they do to us. 

On the British side of the picture, the same design stands 
out. 

Through the nineteenth century, the British dominions 
were growing slowly into nationhood, until in 1931, the 
statute of Westminster recorded in law that independence 
which they had long enjoyed in fact. It is worth observing 
that because that great declaration of independence was not 
the result of a war, or three or four separate wars, and 
because the dominions had not to fight for it, as you 
had to fight for it, but secured it by agreement, the world 
has not always taken full note of it. But the statute of 
Westminster was no sudden thought; it was the climax to 
more than a century of political development and the logical 
end of a continuous process. 


“A DecLARATION OF INTERDEPENDENCE” 


| have described it as a declaration of independence; but 
it was also a declaration of interdependence. And there may 
lie the germ of a new kind of relationship. Today it is 
scarcely necessary to argue about the dangers of unchecked 
nationalism, or, for that matter of unqualified isolationism 
—for you, for us or for any one else. For good or ill, we 
all live in a world that grows smaller every day. Nothing 
that happens in one part of it can fail to affect every other! 
And one of the morals we must surely draw from these 
days is that we live in one of the great formative times of 
human history, when the age of independence is yielding to 
the new conception of interdependence. If this be so, the 
value of this British experiment, however limited in its 
application, is obvious enough. 

Limited though its application may have been, today we 
can, hardly measure its consequences. In years to come it 
will surely seem a vital circumstance of history that the four 
great dominions of the British Commonwealth, enjoying 
absolute independence, should have entered without delay or 
hesitation into a quarrel which some, unschooled in the 
idea of interdependence, might have thought remote from 
their shores and alien to their interests. 

It is an event of history that in those dark days, when 
Europe shook with the rumble of Hitler’s tanks and the 
tramp of German feet, from those four free corners of the 
world there should have instantaneously come that great 
and heartening reinforcement, of fighting men in all their 
vigor and valor, of food, of supplies, of help of every kind. 

But let me carry my thought a little further. The demo- 
cratic idea originated, as we all know, with the Greeks. 
On to it was grafted the characteristically Anglo-Saxon 
institution of representative government. On that again you 
grafted the American conception of federalism, from which 
our dominions have borrowed so freely and to such good pur- 
pose. From these two graftings, democratic government, 
which originally seemed only workable within the limits of a 





single city, became possible first in the small and composite 
nation-state, and then in far larger or more heterogenous 
groups like the United States or Canada or, as we hope, 
in India. 

It may, therefore, be that this later method of association, 
which we call the British Empire and Commonwealth, this 
method of combining complete freedom with the requisite 
unity in action, is the beginning of yet another grafting on 
the democratic plant. 

Or we might look at it in another way. The British 
Commonwealth resembles a crowd of widely assorted per- 
sons, linked together in one society, and all making the 
same journey. They started on it at different times. Some 
of them—Britain herself and the dominions—have already 
reached the end of the journey: complete self-government. 
Others, like India, Burma and Ceylon, have nearly reached 
it, so nearly that there is only one more difficult stream to 
cross. Others have not got so far. But they are all moving, 
and all moving in the same direction. 


Perits TO FREEDOM NOTED 


The road is not always smooth, and great stretches, as 
all know who have traveled it, are exposed to bleak winds 
and storms that test all the travelers’ faith. But two things 
will help men to their destination, however rough may be 
the world’s weather in the time ahead. One is that they 
should appreciate the value of what lies at the road’s end, 
which is freedom, and that they should so appreciate it as 
to recognize the dangers of short cuts, which might easily 
result in their losing the road altogether. 

And the other is that they should feel themselves mem- 
bers of a great and goodly company, who do value the same 
things and who mean to hold fast their essential comrade- 
ship for the building of a better future for the human race. 

When [I hear criticism of the British Empire or Common- 
wealth, they nearly always seem to be criticisms of the past 
rather than of the present. We all know that Queen Anne 
is dead. It is equally true that George III is dead. And if 
you will believe an Englishman who has tried to serve the 
colonies and India, no ghost of George III any longer 
haunts the Colonial Office, or the India Office. 

I am not suggesting that our record is a pattern of per- 
fection. It is not. We have made plenty of mistakes. To 
few human beings is it given to avoid them. But I have no 
hesitation in asserting that during at least the last half- 
century we have tried always to apply two guiding princi- 
ples in colonial government. The first is the principle of 
trusteeship; that we are where we are, not for our own 
profit but for the good of the governed. The second— 
perhaps slightly younger in point of time—is the principle 
of progressive education in the business of self-government. 
I believe it also to be true of our application of both these 
principles that, as frequently happens in political experi- 
ments, more limelight is flashed on cases of success delayed 
than on those, here more numerous, of success achieved. 

Such seems to me some of the grounds on which it is 
permissible to speak of the parallel development of the 
United States and the British Commonwealth during the 
nineteenth century. 

And it is significant that that development was almost 
entirely free from foreign interference. That this was so 
due above all else to two forces, themselves not unconnected, 
the Monroe Doctrine and the British fleet. Neither of 
these was an exclusive possession. The Monroe Doctrine 
was received as cordially in Britain as it was here. All 
students of history know that it originated in a suggestion 
made by George Canning, our Foreign Minister, to John 
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serious in our determination to secure a lasting peace, we 
must satisfy ourselves that we have to our hand new guar- 
antees that will secure it under the new conditions, not less 


Quincy Adams, Monroe’s Secretary of State; and in those 
early days, at any rate, it had behind it, as an additional 
sanction, the unwritten guaranty of Britain—not, let me 















hasten to add, out of pure philanthropy, because, while the 
British were anxious to thwart any enterprise which might 
extend the frontiers of reaction, the Doctrine, by securing 
the independence of South America, was also advantageous 
to British trade. 


Rove or BritisH FLEET 


In the same way, it was in no narrow or national sense 
that the British fleet interpreted its duties. Apart from 
being a visible discouragement of overseas adventures, it did 
much quiet police work which only appears in the foot- 
notes of history books, if at all. Between 1815 and 1914 
there were many wars, but they were not world wars. 
And it was by no chance that the first world war since 
the days of Napoleon occurred when a continental power 
set itself, for the first time in more than 100 years, seriously 
to challenge the naval supremacy of Britain. 

The Monroe Doctrine and the British Navy? Where do 
these guarantees of world peace stand today. Superficially 
their old connection might seem less direct. 

For behind the Monroe Doctrine is now plainly marshaled 
the whole strength of your great nation, organized, mobi- 
lized, and intellectually alert to these great world issues as 
never before; and the American continent can feel the more 
secure in that assurance. 

As to the British navy, no one could have a higher admira- 
tion for it than I. Without it this war would have been lost 
as soon as it had begun. Yet none will question that in 1940 
the British navy could not, by itself, have saved our island 
from invasion and conquest. 

And that is surely one answer to my question. The air is 
transforming policy and strategy in every field, and as I 
have said the world grows smaller. If therefore we are 








The Dawn of a New Day 


COLLECTIVE SECURITY NOT POWER POLITICS OR ALLIANCES 


effectively than we were, on the whole, able to do through 
the nineteenth century. 

That is a large question, on which, if I may, I would 
leave two thoughts only with you. 

The first—and, as you have probably guessed, it arises 
out of the whole of my argument tonight—is that whatever 
the nations which want peace may together decide to do 
after the war in order to secure it, and we may all find rich 
hope in what happened recently in Moscow, an indispens- 
able part of any such larger plan must be the discovery of a 
firm basis for Anglo-American co-operation. 

And that, I venture to think, is as important for you as 
it is for us. During this past century we have worked to- 
gether more often than the world realized; more often, per- 
haps, than we have always realized ourselves. But that 
largely unconscious co-operation must, I have little doubt, 
now give place to something more definite and deliberate. 

And because I believe that fundamentally we want the 
same things—and that the things we both want are good 
things—we ought not to find that co-operation too difficult. 

My second thought is this: You remember how Edith 
Cavell, when she was going out to face a German firing 
party, said that patriotism was not enough. We had to have 
another war before we discovered the full truth of those 
words. Patriotism is a noble quality, but it is not enough. 
Independence is a generous ideal, but it is not enough. 
We may believe empire or commonwealth to be a beneficent 
force, but it is not enough. 

We are going to fail again, as we failed in 1918, if, as 
citizens of a tormented and war-wrecked world, we do not 
bring to its problems a new eye, a new mind and a new 
heart—an eye to see, a mind to understand and a heart to 
claim kinship with all men in all lands. 


By WILLIAM G. CARLETON, Prof. of History and Political Science, University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida 


Delivered before a Win the Peace Mass Meeting Sponsored 


I 


E ARE met tonight to discuss the future relations 

of America to the world. We are met to discuss 

the peace and the post-war settlement. There are 

some who feel that such discussions at this time are futile 

and even dangerous and that nothing should for one mo- 

ment divert our energies from the stern task of winning 
the war. 

Now we must, of course, avoid making such discussions a 
flight from the hard realities of the war. We must not let 
this fascinating business of drawing blue prints of a future 
world order become an escape from the grim work of war- 
making. For if we do not win this war we cannot make a 
decent or even a tolerable peace. 

Of one thing we may be sure: waging the war and making 
the peace are indivisible, and the peace will come out of the 
attitudes we develop while waging the war. If we do not 
develop the right attitude while waging this war we shall 
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never make a just and durable peace. If we do not discuss 
and plan peace now, we shall wake up one morning to find 
we have won the war but lost the peace again. 


II 


From 1823, when the Monroe Doctrine was proclaimed, 
down to 1898, the date of the Spanish-American War, the 
fixed foreign policy of the United States was isolation, or as 
Charles A. Beard more correctly observes, American Con- 
tinentalism. The essence of that policy was to extend our 
trade wherever we could, but to remain out of European 
and Asiatic politics and to demand that Europe and Asia 
remain out of the politics of the Western Hemisphere. This 
policy gave us security not because of our own great strength 
in this period, and not because we had a tacit alliance with 
Britain throughout this period as Walter Lippmann main- 
tains in his far-fetched argument. This policy gave us 
security because during this period no power or group of 
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powers challenged the European balance of power. No power 
or group of powers threatened to dominate Europe or to 
put under one rule the whole Atlantic coast of the European 
continent. And most important, until toward the end of this 
period this was a time of relative inactivity in European 
imperialistic expansion into the colonial areas of the world. 
The continental countries of western Europe were busy de- 
veloping the industrial revolution internally, and Britain, 
who had experienced the industrial revolution earlier than 
other countries, was relatively inactive in colonial expansion 
because she had no serious industrial competition and enjoyed 
a virtual monopoly of the industrial markets of large areas 
of the world without having to acquire those areas politically 
as colonies. For these reasons we were, save for the isolated 
incident of Napoleon III’s personal venture in Mexico, free 
from serious threats of aggression. 

A marked departure came in the American foreign policy 
with the Spanish-American War of 1898. As a result of that 
war came definite commitments in the Far East, particularly 
in China, and the acquisition of the Philippine Islands. As a 
result of that war the United States became a world power. 
About this same time Germany launched an ambitious naval 
program and began those aggressive policies which were to 
lead up to her bid for the domination of Europe in 1914. 
And also by this time the great powers of the world were 
launched on a policy of political and economic expansion 
and imperialism in Africa and Asia and economic imperialism 
in Latin America. The industrial revolution had by now 
matured in many countries, and these countries were now in 
feverish competition for industrial markets, sources of raw 
materials, and outlets for capital investments. The world 
was in the midst of that industrial and finance imperialism 
which was to lead to the bloody climax of 1914. In other 
words, then United States emerged in 1898 as a world power 
at the very time international relations were becoming more 
tense, more turbulent, and more dangerous. 

After 1898 the old security of the earlier era was gone. 
But we continued to act as though we were still living in 
that earlier era. A few people saw clearly the implications 
of our growing world commitments and favored giving up 
these commitments, retiring from the Philippines, and sur- 
rendering our policies in China. Charles A. Beard, the 
eminent American historian, was one of these. But the great 
majority of Americans favored keeping and even increasing 
our commitments without adopting a foreign policy that 
would make them effective and secure. We continued to go 
it alone. Men like Hearst and Colonel McCormick, powerful 
spokesman for powerful majorities back in the 1920's advocated 
even more American imperialism in the Pacific while at the 
same time spurning alliances with any of the other powers 
with bases in that area. A man like the late Senator William 
E. Borah, representative of an old fashioned American ideal- 
ism, never advocated the giving up of our ever-widening 
commitments in the Pacific, but did object vociferously to 
alliances with other countries and to increased armaments. 
And all of these men and the elements they represented 
strenuously opposed the League of Nations. The result was 
we did not surrender our commitments but instead steadily 
increased them. At the same time we turned our backs on all 
conceivable policies which would make them safe and effective. 
We failed to build an adequate army or air force, although 
it is doubtful if anything we could have done alone would 
have been enough. We refused to play the game of power 
politics alliances. We spurned the League of Nations and 
the methods of international collective security. The result 
was an inadequate and ineffectual foreign policy. The result 
was the disaster at Pearl Harbor. 





Ill 


With respect to its foreign policy, the United States is 
now at the forks of the road. We are at a time of great 
decision. There are several distinct possibilities. 

One of these possibilities, however, is not the policy of 
isolation or American Continentalism we pursued until 
1898. Americans will not at this late date wish to return 
to that policy, and it is doubtful if we could do so even 
if we wished it. The world in economics and politics ard 
culture grows increasingly interdependent. 

What, then, are the real possibilities? There are, I be- 
lieve, four of them. First we may pursue an active policy 
of imperialism and pursue that policy alone as a strictly 
American policy. Second, we may become a partner in an 
Anglo-American alliance. Third, we may become a partner 
in an Anglo-American-Russian-Chinese alliance. Fourth, we 
may build in the spirit of enlightened internationalism and 
take the lead in developing a world organization designed 
to keep the peace of the world. The first three of these pos- 
sibilities follow the old pattern of power politics. The fourth 
follows the patterns of collective security. 


IV 


First, there is a distinct possibility that the United States 
will choose to play the game of imperialism on a much 
larger scale than we have ever played it before and to play 
that game without allies. There is already considerable 
public opinion in favor of having the biggest army, the big- 
gest navy, 2nd the biggest air force in the world, and in 
favor of securing holdings and bases in Africa, in the 
East Indies, and in other parts of the Far East. Colonel 
McCormick has told us we ought to see that the Dutch get 
out of the East Indies and the British out of India so that we 
would have greater opportunities for American investments 
and concessions in these areas. Joe Patterson of the New 
York Daily News has told us that when we conquer the 
Dutch East Indies we ought to keep them. Several of our 
Congressmen from the Pacific coast have told us we ought 
to hold permanently New Guinea and the Solomons. Clar- 
ence Budington Kelland tells us in his plan for the “fifth 
zone,” which obviously is his real plan, that we ought to have 
bases at Casablanca and Dakar and make of the Pacific ocean 
an American lake. This is his exact: phrase. Recently the 
five globe-circling Senators have returned home and they 
seem to lend support to this trend of thought. 

It seems to me that this course is sheer madness. It forces 
us to divert much capital and labor permanently from the 
making of consumers goods to the making of huge arma- 
ments, forever and constantly growing obsolete, thereby re- 
ducing our standard of living. One of the reasons we are 
in this war is to win a release from the crushing burden 
involved in a perpetual race in armaments. This course 
commits us to a policy of old fashioned imperialism at the 
very time colonial peoples everywhere are in revolt against 
it. This course means that we repeat the same errors we 
committed from 1898 to 1941, but repeat them in a bigger, a 
more dangerous, and a more exposed way—constantly widen- 
ing our world responsibilities and commitments without com- 
ing to the understandings with other powers which make 
those commitments somewhat easier to maintain. This course 
means that instead of cultivating the friendship of the great 
powers we deliberately antagonize them. Our possession of 
the West African coast will alienate a re-established France. 
Making the Pacific ocean an “American lake” will drive 
Britain, China, and Russia into bitter hostility to us. Playing 
imperialism as a lone wolf among the nations is the sure 
pathway to future wars and to ultimate disaster. 
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V 

A second possibility is that the United States may become 
a partner in an Anglo-American alliance. There is much 
that is appealing in this, and the forces of immediate world 
stability and of law and order may at first rally around this 
policy. But as a long range proposition and as a guarantee 
of future peace it is fraught with dangerous pitfalls. 

An alliance with Britain is a power politics alliance, and 
power politics alliances, even more powerful ones than this, 
have never kept the peace of the world. Such an alliance, 
to be sure, would control the seas and all the important and 
strategic narrows and bottlenecks of the oceans. But such 
power is not enough to control the world’s great land mass, 
the European-Asiatic continent. It never has been enough. 
Britain has always needed an ally on the continent to have 
effective influence there. Throughout the eighteenth century 
she had to rely on Austria against France. During the 
Napoleonic Wars she had to rely on Russia, Austria, and 
Prussia. During the last World War she had to rely on 
Russia and France. In this war she would have been helpless 
without Russia in Europe and China in Asia. And in the 
future, sea power will not be even as important as it has 
been in the past because of the rise of air power. Continental 
powers, as well as Britain and the United States, may become 
great air powers. 

Moreover, an Anglo-American alliance would tend to 
make the continental powers suspicious. Such a combination 
of power would frighten them and they would tend to 
organize a grand continental alliance against us, an alliance 
which might well include Russia, Germany, France, and 
even China. 

Again, an Anglo-American alliance will link America 
to British imperialism. Now if the Conservatives of Britain, 
who still count among their number powerful and reaction- 
ary Tories, attempt to play the game of late nineteenth cen- 
tury imperialism in the middle of the twentieth century such 
an attempt can only lead to future wars. Old fashioned im- 
perialism is 2 played out game and nations that attempt to 
play it in the middle of the twentieth century will find that 
lesson brought home to them and written large and red in 
blood. Everywhere the colonial peoples are in revolt against 
both political and economic imperialism—in the Near East, 
in the Middle East, and in the Far East. This is the meaning 
of Zaghlul and Mustafa Kemal, of Sun Yat-sen and Chiang- 
Kai-shek, of Gandhi and Nehru. This is the meaning of 
Destour, of the Wafds, of the Pan-Arabic Congress, of the 
Kuomintang, of the Indian Nationalist Congress, of the 
movements in the Philippines and the Dutch East Indies for 
independence. The linking of America to British imperial- 
ism at this late date will only cause us embarrassment and 
bitter conflicts in the years to come, conflicts in which the 
masses of the world will be against us. 


And in passing, it should be clearly understood that the 
revolt against imperialism is a revolt not only against polit- 
ical imperialism but also against economic imperialism. The 
colonial peoples want modern technology and modern indus- 
tries. They have no native capitalist class and no middle 
class to finance these adequately. They are determined not 
to be dependent upon the financiers and bankers of London, 
New York, Paris, or Berlin. The result is that they are 
driven to the collective method of state action as the means 
of industrializing themselves. This was exactly what Mus- 
tafa Kemal did in Turkey twenty years ago after he had 
expelled the imperialist powers from his country. On this 
point Mustafa Kemal, Sun Yat-sen, Nehru, and Cardenas 
all speak the same language. 


Finally, an Anglo-American alliance, in the hands of 
British Tories and American reactionaries, may lead at the 
end of this war to an Anglo-American effort to police western 
and central Europe in an attempt to check the trend toward 
some form of socialism in these areas. We must understand 
that when the fascists go down in Europe there will be a 
lurch to the left, and socialism in some form is likely to 
come to power in most of the countries of continental 
Europe. This is a fact of such fundamental importance so 
little understood by us Americans that I hope I shall be for- 
given for elaborating this point. 

Since 1914 Europe has been passing through a socialist 
revolution. The old middle classes and propertied classes 
are being wiped out. Along with them, middle class ideology 
and middle-of-the-road political parties are being destroyed. 
Fascism is not the revolution. Socialism is the revolution; 
fascism is the counter-revolution. 

From 1917 to 1920 occurred the Russian Revolution, and 
as a result of this world-shaking event a country covering 
one-sixth of the world’s surface established communism, the 
most extreme form of socialism. In 1919 and 1920 Hungary, 
Poland, Germany, and other parts of eastern and central 
Europe narrowly escaped communist revolutions. In the years 
immediately following the first World War, governments 
representing moderate socialism came into power in Germany 
and in Vienna, and in the various countries of Danubian and 
Balkan Europe a moderate peasant socialism known as 
“Green Socialism” was in the ascendant. 

The basic truth is that had the communists and socialists 
been united in the years immediately following the first 
World War, that period would have seen the triumph in 
Europe of some kind of a socialist system. Instead, however, 
of being united these groups were bitterly divided and as a 
result of that division the fascist elements, always a popular 
minority, seized control in country after country. 

And who were the fascists? The fascists were made up 
of all the elements who hated socialism—the extreme na- 
tionalists, the imperialists, the militarists, reactionary army 
officers, disgruntled ex-officers and ex-veterans, those inter- 
ested in the huge financial and industrial syndicates and car-_ 
tels, and some of the middle classes who did not understand — 
the natural forces carrying them to destruction and who> 
grasped at any straw that promised to save them. A 

The fascists said in effect, “It is not enough to put an end” 
to communism and socialism and social democracy. We must) 
also put an end to political democracy. Political democracy” 
puts it in the power of the masses to bring socialism and to) 
bring it legally and constitutionally. Political democracy is” 
relatively recent in history, but if given enough time it leads 
straight to socialism. Political democracy is but a forerunner 
of socialism. Therefore down with representative govern- 
ment and civil liberties and political democracy. The Fascist 
Revolution is not only a counter-revolution to the Russian 
Revolution, it is also a counter-revolution to the French 
Revolution. We fascists will carry men back to the absolute 
and autocratic governments of the seventeenth and eighteenth 
centuries and end all this nonsense about progress and 
popular rights and civil liberties and democracy.” 

By 1922 middle class parties had virtually disappeared in 
Italy, leaving fascists, communists, and socialists to contend 
for power. The socialist forces were split between com- 
munists and moderate socialists, and the result was the 
triumph of Mussolini. 

In Germany, the elections of 1932 showed that the old 
middle class and middle-of-the-road parties were dying out 
and that fascists, communists, and socialists were being left 
to dispute the field. As in Italy, the split in the socialist forces 
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and the bitter conflict between socialists and communists 
made possible the triumph of Hitler. 

By the 1930's fascist parties and dictators had sprung up 
in country after country in Europe. In Finland it was the 
Mannerheim cohorts. In Poland it was Beck’s crowd. ° In 
Rumania it was the Iron Guard. In Hungary it was the 
White Terrorists under Horthy. In Austria it was Dollfuss 
and the Fatherland Front. In Bulgaria it was King Boris 
himself. And in Spain this grim conflict between fascists and 
socialists reached a bloody climax in the civil war of 1936- 
1938. 

Even France, home of representative government and mid- 
dle class democracy on the continent, did not escape this 
basic conflict. In the national elections of 1936, the last 
held under the Third Republic, the Socialist party became 
the largest single party in France, the Communist party made 
tremendous gains, and the old Radical party, bulwark of the 
middle class Republic, declined. Alarmed by these left- 
wing victories, the big industrialists and the reactionary 
forces in the army gave increasing support to fascist groups 
like the Croix de Feu and the Cagoulards. Reactionary 
parliamentarians like Laval, Bonnet, Tardieu, and Flandin 
moved in the direction of the fascists. These forces sabotaged 
the French alliance with Russia, encouraged Mussolini in 
Ethiopia, perpetrated Munich, and scuttled the Spanish Re- 
public—even though this meant that the French Republic 
would be put in mortal peril by being ringed around with 
fascist powers. And then when the war came, the conserva- 
tive interests feared the rank and file in the army and that 
French victory following a long war meant a victory for 
socialism while the rank and file in the army feared they 
would be sold out to fascism, as they were. The result was 
confusion, chaos, paralysis, the collapse of the French war 
effort, and the death of the Third Republic. 

And when the victorious armies of Hitler came pounding 
their way into the conquered countries, who were the col- 
laborators? Everywhere they were the vested financial and 
industrial elements, those interested in the great syndicates 
and cartels. 

Now when the fascists collapse—when Hitler, Manner- 
heim, Antonescu, Horthy, Petain, Laval, and Franco go 
down—there is bound to be a swing to the left and a swerve 
to socialism in some form. 

After the fall of Mussolini, even through the veil of 
censorship we could detect the surge to socialist revolution in 
the cities of northern Italy. This movement appeared to 
increase in intensity until German troops entered in sufficient 
force to suppress it. 

Putting aside the actual narrative of events, what are 
the deeper social and economic forces behind this relentless 
flow of the tide in Europe towards socialism in some form? 
It must be recalled that Europe has never had as large an 
independent middle class as we in America. Even for decades 
betore 1914 this independent middle class had been declining 
because of the growing concentration of business into giant 
cartels. Since 1914 the disappearance of the independent 
middle class in Europe has come with revolutionary swiftness. 
First came the World War of 1914 with its economic waste 
and dislocations and its further concentration of business 
into combinations and cartels. Then came the disastrous 
inflation of 1923-1924 in Germany and central Europe which 
liquidated millions more of the middle class. At the same 
time constantly increasing and virtually confiscatory taxation 
in countries like Britain contributed to this progressive de- 
struction of the middle class. Then came the world depres- 
sion of the 1930’s which further liquidated these classes. 
Then on top of all this came the second World War within 


twenty-five years with its economic uprootings, its even 
heavier taxation, its hammer blows to small and moderate 
size businesses, and its further concentration of economic 
life into giant syndicates. A revolution has already been 
worked in the old conceptions of capitalism, and even if 
there were no socialists or communists in existence conditions 
themselves would be driving the peoples of Europe toward 
new economic and social institutions. 

It is difficult for us in America to understand correctly 
the sweep of revolutionary forces in Europe during the past 
twenty-five years. It is true that we are in general moving 
in the same direction. There will be an ever-increasing in- 
tervention by government into our economic life. As a matter 
of fact we had been moving in this direction many years 
before the advent of the New Deal. The New Deal has 
merely accelerated it. The war is accelerating it. The neces- 
sity to keep government controls after the war to prevent a 
post-war depression will accelerate it still more. But when all 
this is conceded, the fact remains that we in the United States 
are not going as far or as fast in the direction of statism 
as Europe is going. There is a difference in degree and that 
difference is considerable. We are a relatively young country. 
We have a relatively small population and tremendous re- 
sources. We have little tradition of class conflict in the 
European sense. We have the largest independent middle 
class in the world in spite of a relative decline during the 
past few decades. The last war did not affect our social 
structure as deeply as it did that of Europe. We have never 
had a catastrophic inflation comparable to that of central 
Europe in 1923-1924. Our income taxes have not yet 
reached European levels. Great as is the impact of this war 
on our economic life and on our middle classes, still that 
impact is not nearly so great as it is in Europe. Precisely 
because of these differences of degree between Europe and 
America in the scope and range and rate of social change, 
we Americans are likely to misunderstand the Europe that is 
being shaped in the crucible of this war. Unless we do un- 
derstand this Europe we may be tempted to undertake policies 
and ventures on the continent which will boomerang and 
which will alienate from us the peoples of Europe, even 
those peoples we help liberate from German tyranny. 

There are Tories in Britain who would like to see an 
Anglo-American alliance to police western and central 
Europe in an attempt to prevent the spread of socialism. 
There are reactionary Americans of like mind. These men 
would have us support in Europe those very fascist and semi- 
fascist elements which are now collaborating with Hitler. 
These men say in effect, “We do not mind the fascist ele- 
ments of Europe so long as these elements are not for Ger- 
many but instead play ball with us.” 

Even some of the actions of the liberal administration now 
in Washington are puzzling to liberal forces everywhere. 
The American and British governments have given only a 
guarded and grudging recognition to the French Committee 
of National Liberation. Apparently both governments are 
planning elaborate military occupation not only of the de- 
feated Axis countries but also of the countries now occupied 
by Germany. 

On the other hand, Russia has given full recognition to 
the French Committee of National Liberation. Russia has 
announced that she will treat with the anti-fascist forces 
in Germany should these forces overthrow Hitler. Under 
these conditions Russia apparently does not plan a military 
occupation of Germany. Russia has announced the dissolu- 
tion of the Comintern and is thus in a position to say to the 
British and American governments should socialist or com- 
munist revolutions occur in central or western Europe, 
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“These revolutions are not of my making, but under the 
principles of the Atlantic Charter these peoples should be 
allowed to determine their own destinies without outside 
interference.” 

Is Russia to become the supporter of the progressive forces 
of Europe? Is Russia to become the defender of the doc- 
trines of non-intervention and self-determination? Is the 
United States, after this war, to become the supporter of the 
reactionary forces of Europe? Is the United States to be- 
come the defender of the doctrines of intervention and armed 
occupation, even in non-Axis countries? Are Americans to 
police Europe to check socialism? God forbid that the United 
States, that great power born and bred and grown great in 
the liberal tradition, should become the Metternich power 
of the twentieth century! 

Such a course would be futile and dangerous. It would 
be futile because military occupation cannot duplicate in 
Europe the social and economic conditions of North America 
which allow us and which will continue to allow us a large 
degree of free enterprise on our continent. It would be 
dangerous because it would bring us into conflict with Russia, 
and eventually it would drive into the arms of Russia most 
of the peoples of continental Europe. This is the pathway 
to a future war with Russia, a war in which we probably 
would have no continental allies. Remember this: the acid 
test of a future American policy which sincerely wishes to 
prevent war is to be found in our relations with Russia. 

It will make it easier for us Americans to cooperate with 
communist and socialist states in Europe if we keep in mind 
certain considerations. 

First, communism, even Russian Communism, the most 
extreme form of socialism, is preferable to fascism. Com- 
munism respects the cultures of other peoples and banishes 
racial hatred and persecution. Whatever you may think of 
it, communism has a distinct social ethic whereas fascism 
has nothing to offer but cynical opportunism and brutal 
dynamism. Communism does not exalt dictatorship as the 
ultimate and ideal form of government but looks upon it 
as a necessary device in the period of revolutionary transi- 
tion. It is probable that now that the stern task of laying 
the foundation of the industrial revolution in Russia has 
been completed and after the menace of fascist counter-revo- 
lution has been removed by victory in this war, Russia may 
move to wider individual and political freedom. Most im- 
portant of all, our system and the Russian system are similar 
in that both seek to increase the standard of living of the 
mass of the people, although they go about accomplishing 
this end by different methods, whereas fascism creates only 
military states which divert productive energies from the 
making of consumers goods to the making of armaments and 
war materials, thereby lowering the standard of living and 
impoverishing the people. 

Second, should communism triumph in western Europe, 
for instance in a country like France, it could not help but 
have more liberterian and democratic elements in it than it 
has had in Russia because a revolution is always molded and 
conditioned by the national traditions and culture in which 
it works. 

Third, it is probable that in western Europe a milder 
type of socialism will gain the day. The great cartels prob- 
ably will be taken over by the governments, but small in- 
dustries probably will be left to private enterprise. This mod- 
erate type of socialism would seek to make an accommoda- 
tion between the economic powers of the state on the one 
hand and civil liberties and democratic elections on the other. 
This is almost certain to be the case in Britain, where social- 
ism in our day is not likely to go beyond the humanitarian 


declarations of the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Beveridge 
Report, and the objectives of the Labor party. In truth, 
this kind of socialism might better be called social democracy. 

Fourth, socialism is not militaristic, it is not imperialistic, 
it is not aggressive, and it does not represent the physical 
threat to the Western Hemisphere that facism does. Indeed, 
there is in socialism a degree of philosophic pacifism which 
may augur well for the future peace of the world. 

A British-American alliance, then, is not the answer to the 
problem of the post-war American foreign policy. It could not 
keep the peace on the continents of Europe and Asia with- 
out allies, and even with continental allies it probably could 
not keep peace because power politics alliances have never 
yet kept the peace. Such an alliance, moreover, might force 
continental countries into a counter-alliance. Again, such an 
alliance links America with out-moded British imperialism. 
Finally, and most dangerous, in the hands of British Tories 
and American reactionaries such an alliance might be used 
for a time after the war to police central and western Europe 
against socialism, a policy which must in the end alienate 
from us the peoples so policed and lead us into a conflict 
with Russia. Such an alliance might be a different affair 
should liberal forces or the Labor party be in power in 
Britain, but the liberal forces and the British Labor party 
are not interested in power politics alliances but want rather 
to press on to a system of international collective security, 
even if this means independence for India and the inter- 
nationalizing of the other British colonies. 


VI 


A third possibility is that the United States may become 
a partner in a British-American-Russian-Chinese alliance. 
This alliance is preferable by far to a mere Anglo-American 
alliance. It recognizes our limitations on the continents of 
Europe and Asia and gives us powerful allies there. It 
means that British imperialism would have to be modified 
because both Russia and China stand opposed to colonialism 
and imperialism. It makes certain that we would not under- 
take intervention against the spread by popular support of 
socialism on the continents of Europe and Asia, because 
intervention against socialism would be incompatible with 
any alliance with Russia. 

However, such an alliance has in it serious shortcomings 
and hazards. It gives no voice in world affairs to the mil- 
lions of people in the small countries of Europe and Latin 
America. It underestimates the power and influence of 
France and Germany and Japan, a mistake natural enough 
at the present time, but the post-war period will not be very 
old before we are made to realize that the French and the 
Germans and the Japanese cannot be so cavalierly brushed 
aside. And most important of all, it assumes that when the 
common danger of a common enemy is removed the big four 
of the United Nations will still have sufficient common inter- 
ests to continue to pursue common policies in the post-war 
world, This is the usual fallacy of victorious war coalitions. 
The victorious alliance of 1813-1815 which overthrew 
Napoleon expected to act in concert after Napoleon’s over- 
throw, but diversity of interests soon caused these nations to 
fall apart and pursue divergent policies. In our own day we 
have seen how the victorious coalition of 1918 soon fell apart 
and how the powers which constituted its core soon after 
pursued divergent and even antagonistic policies. The United 
States withdrew, Britain for a time took the side of defeated 
Germany, and in the end Japan and Italy, members of the 
victorious alliance of 1918, made common cause with Ger- 
many. At the end of this war many points of conflict among 
the big four of the United Nations will become plain. To 
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mention only two, the possible conflict of Russia and China 
over Manchuria and the possible conflict of Britain and China 
over Hong Kong come immediately to mind. 

Now a concert of action by the big four of the United 
Nations will undoubtedly be necessary to initiate and de- 
velop a system of collective security in its beginning stages. 
But to expect this concert of interest to continue as we 
recede from the war years or to expect such a combination 
to be able to keep the peace permanently because of an as- 
sumed continuation of common interests is to ignore realities. 

At bottom, the proposed British-American-Russian-Chinese 
alliance is merely another power politics alliance, and the 
cold truth is that power politics alliances and balance of 
power alliances do not keep the peace of the world. That 
has been shown over and over again. If we are going to 
keep the future peace of the world we must move on to 
collective security. 


Vil 


We have not been living in an international order. We 
have been living in an international disorder, an international 
anarchy, an international jungle. Mere naked power has 
been the measure of influence and the real standard of con- 
duct in international relations. 

The civilizing of international life has hardly begun. We 
have made a fetish of national sovereignty. And what is 
sovereignty? In essence it is the right of a state to be the 
sole judge in its own case. What if individuals within the 
state claimed such a right? What if classes and groups 
within a state claimed such a right? The result would be 
internal chaos. And it is the doctrine of unlimited national 
sovereignty that has lead to international chaos. 

During the past century political nationalism has been 
intensified beyond all reason and has been perverted into a 
veritable Devil’s Comedy. We have exaggerated national 
differences beyond all reality. We actually act as though 
the peoples across an imaginary border were fundamentally 
different from ourselves. ‘“Truth on one side of the Pyrenees ; 
error on the other.” 

To these fierce Molochs of nationalism and sovereignty so- 
ciety has offered up the flower of its manhood. Morer 2n have 
been sacrificed in the wars of the past thirty years than were 
sacrificed in all of the international wars of the previous 
three hundred years. Generations from now men will look 
back upon these hideous sacrifices offered to the tribal idols 
of nationalism and sovereignty with even more horror than 
that which we today look back upon the atrocities of the 
religious wars of the sixteenth century. They will think it 
incredible that millions of men died for such tribal gods. 

Remorselessly wars become more destructive, more devas- 
tating, more terrifying. We now have the technical power 
to annihilate civilization and to destroy mankind. Have you 
seen Walt Disney's Victory Through Airpower? “That was 
not war; that was deluge.” And unless we build a system 
of collective security, that was tomorrow you were wit- 
nessing. 

If we are to survive men must restrain nationalism, curb 
sovereignty, and think less in terms of national glory and 
more in terms of individual well-being and human welfare. 
If we are to survive we must banish power politics and 
balance-of-power-politics as they have been played since the 
rise of national states, and we must press on to an inter- 
national system of collective security. 

Superficial men say, “You will never eliminate war be- 
cause war is a part of human nature.” That is not true. 
That is the bromide which shallow men and evil men have 
always used to dull our hopes for human betterment. This 





thing we call human nature is not fixed or static; it is flexible 
and wondrously malleable. It responds to the political set- 
ting, to the social environment, and to institutional change. 
Polygamy, human slavery, and the incapacity of men to 
govern themselves were once said to be a part of human 
nature ‘but now they are relegated to the limbo of discarded 
superstitions. Once upon a time city states fought city states 
and feudal provinces fought feudal provinces and men said 
this was natural, but now city states and feudal provinces 
are welded into unified nations and we do not say that it 
is human nature for one part of a country to fight another 
part of the same country. Do you suppose that putting on 
a uniform, goose-stepping behind a band, and fighting with 
guns, planes, and tanks are really inborn? Of course not. 
Men do these things because they have been institutionalized 
and because they have been conditioned to them. Some day 
men will establish political and legal machinery to settle by 
peaceful adjustment the conflict of interests among nations 
which are now settled by armed violence, and when such 
peaceful machinery is evolved men will respond as they have 
always responded to fundamental institutional changes, and 
then what is now called human nature will be called super- 
stition. 


Vill 


A fourth possibility is that the United States in a spirit of 
enlightened internationalism may take the lead in building 
a world organization to keep the peace. This is the only 
possibility that holds out any real hope of attaining a peace- 
ful world. 

Those of us who favor collective security should study 
and analyze the plans of future world organization now 
being published. The plan which finally is adopted will un- 
doubtedly be a compromise and combine ideas and elements 
of many plans. Personally, I feel that Streit’s Union Now, 
in creating a federal state which operates directly on indi- 
viduals, taxing them and forcing them into its armed services, 
goes too far and is too drastic for the present. Again, I 
personally feel that in Culbertson’s World Federation Plan 
there is grave danger that the National Contingents would 
come in conflict with the international Mobile Corps with 
every advantage in favor of the National Contingents. How- 
ever, I feel that both these plans contain valuable suggestions, 
and some of their features probably will become part of a 
future system of world collective security. For instance, the 
Streit Plan has in it practical suggestions with respect to a 
constructive solution of the colonial question. That aspect 
of the Streit Plan could be adopted whether the world or- 
ganization were a federal state, a confederation, or a mere 
league. 

Personally, I would build a world confederaton not so 
closely knit as Union Now but more closely knit than the old 
League of Nations. This confederation would differ from the 
League of Nations in that it would have an international po- 
lice force controlled by the confederation. The confederation 
would levy contributions of money and men on the member 
states and thus operate through the states rather than upon the 
individual citizens of those states, but once the money and 
men were contributed the armed forces would be commanded 
and controlled by the confederation, and the arms, tanks, 
planes, bombers, and ships purchased by the confederation 
from various parts of the world would be owned by the 
confederation. The possession of armaments by the govern- 
ments of the member states and the size of the armed services 
of the member states would be limited by the confederation. 
The confederation, then, would curb aggression by the eco- 
nomic boycott (which came nearer succeeding against Italy 
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in the Ethiopian-Italian crisis of 1935-1936 than most people 
think), by the blockade, and, as a last resort, by sanctions 
enforced by the confederation’s own international police 
force. 

Another important function of the confederation would be 
to hold and govern the colonial territories of the world not 
yet ready for national statehood. A constructive solution of 
the colonial question would go a long way towards solving 
the problem of world peace. Those colonial peoples now 
ready for independence—for instance, the peoples of India, 
the Philippines, Korea, Syria—should be granted national 
statehood and admitted to the world confederation. Those 
colonial peoples not yet ready for independence—for instance, 
the peoples of the Dutch East Indies, Burma, Malaya, 
Uganda, Kenya, Somaliland—should be surrendered to the 
international confederation and ruled by it until they are 
ready in their turn for national statehood and admission to 
the confederation as equals. All nations should have access 
to the markets and raw materials of the colonial territories, 
but these territories should be carefully safeguarded against 
exploitation by the industrial powers. This solution differs 
from the old mandates of the League of Nations in that 
victors as well as vanquished would surrender their colonies, 
and these colonies would be subjected to genuine joint control 
and not, as under the mandate system, turned over to a 
single power to be ruled by that power very much as it ruled 
its own colonies. Possession by the confederation of vast 
colonial territories would give us all a big stake in world 
unity, and probably would operate to draw the peoples of 
the world closer and closer together, just as joint ownership 
of the western territories was after 1781 a growing bond of 
unity among the states of the American Confederation and 
after 1789 of the American Union. 

It would be wise, I think, to confine the work of the con- 
federation at this time largely to curbing aggression, stopping 
wars, and administering the colonial possessions jointly held. 
To extend its functions to such matters as the regulation of 
world trade would at this stage of international evolution 
frighten nations away from joining it and jeopardize its 
continued existence in its early stages. It is vital, however, 
that the nations of the world, acting through their respective 
national governments, tear down the neo-mercantilistic trade 
barriers of the 1920’s and 1930’s—prohibitive tariffs and 
trade quota systems—and allow again a free flow of inter- 
national trade. We must never forget that for students of 
public affairs the most fundamental fact of our time is the 
economic unity and interdependence of the world. 

How should representation and power be distributed in an 
international confederation? Personally, I would solve the 
question of representation by combining the factors of sov- 
ereignty, population, and technology. The most important 
governing body of an international confederation would be 
an assembly divided into two houses. In the upper house 
all sovereign states would have an equal voice regardless of 
population, wealth, or economic productivity. In the lower 
house, states would be represented on the basis of a formula 
which took into account population and actual economic pro- 
ductivity. This would prevent China and India from being 
given too much representation because of the sheer size of 
their populations. As these nations develop in technology, 
they would be given larger representations. The United 
States would start off with a large representation because it 
is both populous and economically productive. States would 
pay confederation contributions and fill confederation quotas 
on the basis of the same formula used in determining repre- 
sentation. 

The confederation should be truly world wide. Conti- 


nental regional federations of Europe, of Asia, and of the 
Americas are not enough. Indeed, there is something artificial 
about continental regional federations. For instance, many 
of the Latin American republics are closer to Europe in 
culture and in reciprocal trade needs than they are to the 
United States. Moreover, the confederation should by all 
means include nations of different ideologies. The only test 
should be the willingness of the member states to live up to 
their international responsibilities under the confederation. 
Most important, the confederation should include the de- 
feated nations, Germany and Japan. If populous and power- 
ful nations like Germany and Japan are left out, they will 
form a counter-balancing organization or alliance, and what 
is that but the old balance of power and power politics in 
a different guise? 

But it will be said that the Germans are naturally warlike 
and that we cannot trust them to cooperate in an interna- 
tional organization. To adopt the view that the Germans 
are naturally warlike is to adopt the irrational Nazi doctrine 
that there is a definite national personality and that that 
personality is racial and biologic in its origin. The truth is 
that national policies and trends are due to conditions, cir- 
cumstances, and environment, and not to race. Up until 
about 1870 publicists, editors, and historians were describing 
the French as the warlike and aggressive people of Europe, 
and the Germans were put down as naive dreamers too 
particularistic to form even a national government of their 
own. 

Conditions now seem to be shaping up in a way that will 
make the Germans more cooperative in international affairs. 
The two wars of the twentieth century will have shown 
Germany the limits of her power. A new and powerful 
nation after 1870, Germany had to learn the limits of her 
power just as France before her had to learn this lesson. 
Moreover, Germany will be flanked on the east by the 
largest and hereafter one of the most powerful countries in 
the world—the Soviet Union. Henceforth Russia will have 
a larger war potential than Germany. This war is making 
Russia one of the foremost industrial and technological pow- 
ers of the world. Just as the rise of Germany as a unified 
and an industrial power after 1870 checked French aggres- 
sion, so the rise of Russia as an industrial power will check 
German aggression. Again, it now appears that the anti- 
fascist elements in Germany—the Social-Democrats, the So- 
cialists, and the Communists—or some part of them will 
come to power in Germany after this war. These elements 
polled millions of votes in Germany as late as 1932 and 
1933. A socialist revolution in Germany will stick this time 
because Germany at the close of this war probably will be 
surrounded by other socialist states, and these will support 
the German revolution and not antagonize it as the French 
did the Social-Democratic Republic in Germany at the end 
of the last war. And these anti-fascist elements in Germany 
hate the militaristic tradition as much as we do. For these 
reasons it seems fairly certain that Germany will cooperate 
in a world organization to keep the peace. 

Will the nations play power politics within a world con- 
federation? Of course they will, but with a difference. They 
will play it without the assumption of an ultimate resort to 
violence. As a matter of fact, power politics is played inside 
national states. Classes, groups, and sections make alliances 
and realignments in national politics to capture and control 
national government. But they do this without the assump- 
tion of violence. They do this by peaceful means. The re- 
sult is compromise and peaceful adjustment. It is to be 
expected that there will be a conflict of national interests 
within the international confederation. Temporary align- 
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ments and realignments will be made. But as peaceful 
precedent is built upon peaceful precedent, the assumption 
of an ultimate resort to violence will disappear. Nations 
will come to iook upon a peaceful adjustment of differences 
as normal just as we now look upon the peaceful adjustment 
of class, group, and sectional differences within a nation as 
normal. 

When the international confederation starts off, the United 
States, Britain, Russia, and China probably will have a con- 
cert of interest and will act together. As we recede from 
the war years, however, differences among these powers will 
increase, and as their relations cool and as realignments of 
power within the confederation are made, these stresses and 
shifts can be accommodated without the assumption of vio- 
lence and within the pattern of collective security. 

It may be that even the plan here outlined represents too 
drastic a break with the past. Then let us at least revive 
the League of Nations and join it. The old League of Na- 
tions was never really given a chance to succeed. When, for 
instance, the economic boycott against Italy was undertaken, 
the Hoares and Lavals scuttled it for the very reason that 
it was succeeding only too well. A reconstructed League 
would have two important advantages over the old League. 
It would have the United States as an active member. Its 
members would have learned how to cooperate with Russia 
and socialist states. Fascist aggression was tolerated by lead- 
ing nations of the old League because of fear of socialism. 
This war has taught us al] to cooperate with socialism and 
not to let our fear of it paralyze our will to curb national 
aggression. 


1X 


It occurs to me that in outlining the tenets of a liberal 
international peace I have not shown sufficiently how such a 
peace will aid the American community. There is no question 
but that such a peace will be beneficial. Cooperation with 
Russia and any new socialist governments which emerge will 
mean the selling of enormous amounts of goods to these 
exhausted and depleted countries in spite of any conflict of 
ideologies. The industrialization of India and China, even 
though done by the cooperative state action of their respective 
governments, will create enormous new effective purchasing 
power among those vast populations and greatly increase the 
markets for American goods. The elimination of the need 
to carry on costly armament races will divert capital and 
labor from the manufacture of arms to the manufacture of 
consumers goods and will convert money now paid govern- 
ments in taxes to effective consuming power demanding more 
consumers goods. The lowering of tariff barriers will free 
world commerce. New vistas in world trade, world markets, 
and consumer demands will be opened up. A policy of world 
cooperation means prosperity, and that prosperity will not 
be purchased at the awful price of war ten or twenty years 
hence, the price we must surely pay if we pursue an isola- 
tionist policy, an imperialist policy, or a policing policy of 
power politics. 


X 


My fellow citizens, in the final analysis the future peace 
of the world rests upon the peoples of the world, particu- 
larly upon the peoples of the United States of America and 
of the Soviet Union. It may be that all we can do to create 
an effective world organization will not be enough. We may 
do our part this time, but the people of the Soviet Union 
may fail. We may be willing to cooperate, but they may 
not. Conscious of their great and growing strength and rid- 
ing the crest of a revolutionary wave in Europe and Asia, 





they may spurn cooperation with capitalist states. The 
tragedy of the 1920’s and the 1930’s and the tragedy of the 
League of Nations was the failure of capitalist states to co- 
operate with socialist states. The tragedy of the late 1940's 
and the 1950’s may be the failure of socialist states to co- 
operate with capitalist states. 

There is, however, every indication that the Soviet Union 
will cooperate in a world organization. Great as is the poten- 
tial strength of the Soviet Union, that country at the end of 
this exhaustive war will need our technical skills and our 
goods to rehabilitate itself. It is well to remember that the 
Soviet Union was willing to cooperate in the past and stood 
consistently for collective security from 1934 to 1939. It is 
also well to remember that the socialist philosophy has in it 
a deep-seated element of international pacifism. 

But the immediate question for us Americans to decide is 
whether we mean business this time. We must take care 
that the international organization does not fail because we 
neglect to do our part. If the world fails to organize inter- 
national peace at the end of this war, let us be sure that this 
time it is not we Americans who are at fault. 

What can we as individuals do now to further the cause 
of world peace? We can convince President Roosevelt that 
we are with him in his international objectives. Remember, 
Roosevelt is haunted by the fate of Woodrow Wilson and 
does not want to get too far in advance of public opinion. 
We Americans must inform him in emphatic tones that we 
are ready for a truly international peace and expect America 
to take the lead. Again, we can get behind the Fulbright 
resolution now pending in the Senate and ask our Senators 
why the Senate has not yet acted. Most important of all, 
we can be making preparations to elect in 1944 a President 
of the United States who feels with passionate conviction on 
this subject and who will give us ardent and effective leader- 
ship in winning an international peace. At the same time 
we can be making preparations to elect a Senate and a House 
of Representatives which will back that President to the hilt. 

Let us work to prevent this great question from becoming 
the football of our rancorous party battles. International- 
minded Democrats should work within their party to insure 
that their party comes out unequivocally for an international 
peace as it did in 1920. International-minded Republicans 
should work within their party. They should get behind 
Willkie, Stassen, Ball, Burton, and Austin to prevent their 
party from falling into the hands of the isolationists, the im- 
perialists, or worse still, those who would straddle the ques- 
tion and thus obscure the issue. There must be no repetition 
of the Republican tactics of 1920. You will recall that dur- 
ing the Presidential election of 1920 international-minded 
Republicans like Taft, Hughes, Root, Wickersham, Lowell, 
and Theodore E. Burton told us that Harding would get us 
into the League of Nations while at the same time national- 
minded Republicans like Borah, Johnson, LaFollette, Norris, 
Fess, Willis, Watson, Moses, and Medill McCormick were 
telling us that this same Harding would keep us out of the 
League of Nations. 

Should international-minded Democrats fail to make their 
party internationalist and should the Republicans come out 
squarely for an international peace, then international-minded 
Democrats should support the Republicans. On the other 
hand, should international-minded Republicans fail to make 
their party internationalist and should the Democrats come 
out squarely for an international peace, then international- 
minded Republicans should support the Democrats. We must 
be big enough in 1944 to put first things first, to put aside 
mere partisanship, and to subordinate domestic questions to 
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the supreme question of winning the peace. In 1944 we must 
support candidates who ring true on this issue no matter 
how much we may differ from them on other issues. 


XI 


It has now been about twenty-five years since Woodrow 
Wilson made his gallant fight for the League of Nations. 
In the course of his tragic western trip, he delivered public 
speeches which must forever remain among the most noble 
and the most tender in the English tongue. I shall always 
recall a memorable passage from Wilson’s address at Tacoma 
in which he made an impassioned plea for American entry 
into the League of Nations. “Ah, my fellow citizens,” he 
said, “Do not forget the aching hearts which are behind 
discussions like this. Do not forget the forlorn homes from 
which those boys came and to which they never came back. 
I have it in my heart that if we do not do this great thing 
now, every woman ought to weep because of the child in her 
arms. If she has a boy at her breast, she may be sure that 
when he comes to manhood this terrible task will have to be 


done once more. Everywhere we go, the train when it stops 
is surrounded with little children, and I look at them with 
tears in my eyes, because I feel my mission is to save them. 
These glad youngsters with flags in their hands—I pray God 
that they may never have to carry that flag upon the battle- 
field.” 

Well, those youngsters are now carrying that flag upon 
the battlefields of the world. Will their sons have to carry 
it again—in an even more hideous ordeal twenty-five years 
from now? 

The answer does not lie with our leaders. The answer 
does not even lie in the future. The answer is being forged 
right now in the hearts and minds of plain men everywhere. 

For in truth there surges an emotional conflict in the hearts 
of men. On one side tug the old loyalties of nationalism, on 
the other the new hopes of internationalism. If nationalism 
wins, the nightmare of dread which lay upon the nations 
before the war will come again and darkness will settle over 
the face of the earth. If internationalism wins, men may yet 
move into the dawn of a new day. 


The Next Step 


“HUMAN VALUES RATHER THAN POWER VALUES” 


By WENDELL L. WILLKIE, Lawyer and Author 
Delivered at The New York Herald Tribune Forum, New York City, November 17, 1943 


HE last few weeks have covered a big step forward 

in the making of a world which Americans want. In 

Moscow, a framework of understanding has been 
worked out which will enable us to fight the war more 
efficiently and arrive at a more lasting peace. A year ago, 
those of us who pleaded for an understanding of this sort were 
called visionaries or worse. But in England, in the Soviet 
Union, in China, and in the United States we have now 
firm evidence that this working agreement more nearly an- 
swers the deep hunger of great masses of people than either 
the vague, more exclusive, statements and charters that have 
come out of this war, or the unrealistic arguments of those 
who would have each of these great powers “mind its own 
business.” 

So far, so good. We are at one with three other great 
powers—Great Britain, Russia and China—in our plans for 
winning the war and building the peace. But it is no time 
for those of us who have worked to bring this about to sit 
back in satisfaction. The foundation is there. To build the 
house will take boldness and patience and understanding. 
The Moscow agreements must be supplemented with eco- 
nomic understanding. Even this will not be enough. The 
whole of the relationship of nation to nation and people to 
people must be infused with fundamental moral and spiritual 
values. 

‘ There must be a democratization of the relationship be- 
tween the four great powers and their smaller allies—some 
of them not so small—and a liberalizing of the relationship 
of colonial powers to their colonies. Each of the great powers 
has heralded to the world that this is a war for freedom— 
freedom for all peoples. To allow the other United Nations, 
therefore—all of them—to share in outlining the objectives 
of the war and the peace would merely be in harmony with 
our professed ideals. But in addition—and from a purely 
practical point of view—it will be only by their enthusiastic 
cooperation—-cooperation that comes from actual participa- 


tion—that we can arrive at plans and hopes capable of real- 
ization. 

And so the smaller nations must be given a share in our 
planning. And quickly. There is already upon us the re- 
sponsibility of deciding how to restore freedom to the con- 
quered countries of Europe. Without at this moment argu- 
ing the merit or demerit of the political policy we have so 
far pursued in regard to those countries, we must recognize 
the fact that that policy has set up against us a psychological 
hurdle in the minds of the conquered peoples. They fear 
that our policy in North Africa, and certainly in its early 
stages, in Italy, represents a determination to prevent social 


and political evolution on the Continent. This fear we must 
overcome. 


Woutp Herp Anti-Fascist Forces 


It is apparent that the best way to win the confidence of 
the conquered peoples is to begin now to work with the anti- 
fascist forces of each country which have given such cour- 
ageous evidence of their continuing vitality. There is a 
great freedom-loving tradition in France. The democracy 
of countries like Czechoslovakia and Holland and Norway 
was outstandingly successful. There were strong and inde- 
pendent elements in many other European countries. They 
are not dead. They have simply been driven underground. 
And each day’s news brings evidence of their increasing bold- 
ness in defying their tyrants and reasserting the tradition 
of their people. 

Think how encouraged they would be if, in addition to 
working with them on their common day by day tasks, the 
four great powers now enlarged the base of the Moscow 
Declaration of Intention by inviting all the United Nations 
to prepare and sign a Declaration of Intention. Great bene- 
fits could be secured by adopting this democratic procedure. 
The significance of the Moscow meetng could be prevented 
from degenerating, as it might possibly do under certain cir- 
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cumstances, into a mere alliance of four powerful countries 
for the ruling of the world. The agreements reached there 
could be made the embryo of a general and vital international 
understanding. The conquered peoples would have evidence 
that they are to have a controlling voice in rebuilding their 
own countries and a share in establishing a world order in 
which neither they nor any other country will be subjected 
tu the hideous spiritual loss and physical devastation they 
have endured in these long, black years. 

But it is not enough merely to make safe freedom of those 
peoples who are still free or even to restore freedom to the 
nations which have been conquered. If we want to lay the 
whole of the foundation which I believe is necessary in order 
tor the world to have peace, then the peoples now living in 
mandates and colonies—of whatever nation—must also see 
that there will be room in the structure which we are build- 
ing for them to attain eventual freedom. Otherwise we will 
be leaving outside our structure hundreds of millions of 
people who may eventually come to believe that their only 
hope of realizing their aspirations is through war. And our 
structure of world peace will be subject to constant threat. 


BEGINNINGS OF ReEvo_tT Norep 


Anyone who tries to discuss this problem candidly is at 
once met with the suggestion that he is unaware of the fact 
that many people in this world are not yet ready for freedom 
or for independence. Or he is told that vast territories and 
peoples are inherited property to which certain nations hold 
title—almost as absolute as a fee-simple title to a piece of 
real estate. Or it is pointed out to him that he is unappre- 
ciative of the great contributions which colonial powers have 
made historically, both to world order and to the advance- 
ment of subject peoples. 

Of course, in the first and the last of these statements 
there are large elements of truth. But the attitude they 
represent is inadequate to meet today’s problem. At least a 
billion people—half of the world’s population—are involved. 
They are human beings—not chattels. Many of them, of 
course, live in ignorance, some even in barbarism. And some 
are bound by caste and ancient customs. But everywhere— 
and this is the new, the important, the startling fact, the 
politically dangerous fact—everywhere among them there are 
the beginnings of revolt against the old order under which 
they have so long lived. 

It is fortunate that the history of colonial administration 
provides us with a working example of the transformation 
of colonial and dominated peoples to independent and free 
peoples. I refer to the evolution of the British Common- 
wealth of Free Nations, the most exciting experiment in 
international democracy the world has ever known. It demon- 
strates that colonies do not have to remain unfree; that in- 
dependence can come without disorder; that peoples located 
all around the world can cooperate to a common end. 

What I am suggesting, then, is not something new, but 
the rapid acceleration and progression of what the world has 
learned can be done. 

And so—in Europe and in Asia—our immediate task is to 
give confidence to our friends, our would-be allies. Confi- 
dence—-not in themselves. Their faith in themselves and in 
their purposes has been tested and proven by their long en- 
durance. It is confidence in us they need—in us and our 
purposes, 


Post-War Neeps ConsIDERED 


What do we as spokesmen and agents for so many op- 
pressed and silenced peoples in eastern Europe, in western 
Europe, in Asia and in the South Pacific, propose to do on 





their behalf and in partnership with them, after they are 
free? 

First, of course, we must feed them. The representatives 
of the United Nations have already agreed upon the need to 
supply to the liberated peoples first the necessities of life of 
which they have been deprived by their conquerors; and the 
means by which they may, as soon as possible provide those 
necessities for themselves. 

Victory will bring us also the duty of disarming our 
enemies and of keeping them disarmed. These will be police 
jobs. If I do not mistake the temper of the Europeans and 
the Asiatics who have survived the horrors of Hitler and 
Hirohito, the first of those jobs is likely to be a dirty one. 
But it must be done. 

Looking beyond such immediate obligations, how are we 
to help the peoples we shall liberate and others to live in 
peace, in freedom and security—to live and let live, in the 
kind of world we want? 

Three things at least we must try to help them secure: 
Better education, greater economic opportunity and more 
political freedom. 

There has been much talk of directing, even of policing, 
the education of the future in parts of Europe and Asia. It 
has been said that the Allies must make sure that coming 
generations grow up thinking “the right way,” by which is 
meant their particular way. Who is to say what is the right 
way of thinking, even among the Allies, with their differing 
internal. ideologies? Real educational progress must grow 
out of, and carry forward, indigenous culture. The cultures 
of the world are various and valuable. They cannot be co- 
ordinated and fed out by a board of education of some one 
power or clique of powers. To determine the nature and 
manner of their own education is the right of men every- 
where. And alien ideals superimposed by force will only pro- 
duce resentment and hatred. 

Our contribution to the education of the people in the 
world we want to live in must be to insure all peoples, so 
far as we can, the opportunity to educate themselves. We 
must keep open the channels of communication, of knowledge 
and ideas, that facts may take the place of lying propaganda, 
that truth may have a chance to make men free. And we 
ourselves must live in a way to excite admiration and emula- 
tion if we hope to persuade other peoples that our way is the 
right way. 


Economic CooPpERATION STRESSED 


As to economic opportunity, you all know my strong be- 
lief—a belief which I have stated again and again—that 
there can be no lasting peace unless the structure we build 
has at its very foundation a system of economic cooperation 
among the nations and the peoples of the world. Otherwise 
we shall be building for the future on a foundation of sand. 

Political freedom means the right of people to govern 
themselves. We are approaching the end of the day when 
any people may rule over other people. It is neither right 
nor proper for us or anyone else to dictate the process by 
which people will be governed. International meddling in 
the internal affairs of nations is a paradox in the light of 
what we are seeking to accomplish. Our share must be to 
afford the peoples of the world the right and opporunity to 
work out in their own way their own political destinies, while 
insuring that in their foreign relations they are not able to 
trespass on the rights and opportunities of others. 


To THINK OF HUMAN VALUES 


One thing we can do now, before we draw up the blue- 
prints. And it seems to me basic. We can adopt a new ap- 
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proach to the problem. We can stop thinking of the world 
today as a geographical map—splotches of color that stand 
only for nations and national possessions. We can begin to 
think of the human beings who live within those splotches 
of color as living also within a larger map that marks a 
single world. We must try to see that all peoples have the 
means to live and work in that single world so that each can 
prosper and live at peace with all. 


The old concepts—the splotches of color—will become im- 
measureably less important in a world reorganized for peace 
and economic progress. 

This is an approach based on human rather than on power 
values. It must come from the people. For leaders of na- 
tions schooled in old traditions and accustomed to the use of 
great power are usually cautious and frequently they become 
enamored with international politics as a sort of game. At 
Moscow the finesse, the pretense, the fencing, the suspicion, 
were pushed aside. Who was responsible? —To my mind, the 
people of the United States, of Great Britain and of Russia. 
The Moscow Declaration was the fruit of their desires and 
their unrelenting pressure on their leaders. When we think 
of our former policy toward Vichy France, of our tragic 
failure to realize the human grandeur and geographical scope 
of China’s resistance, or of our underestimate of Russia’s 
sincerity and will to cooperate, and see what was done at 
Moscow, we must recognize the tremendous force a people 
can apply to its own Government to bring about the cor- 
rection of mistakes which, uncorrected, might well prove 
fatal. 


“Gaps In Our Mora Front” 


There are still frightening gaps in our moral front and 
still soft spots in our political warfare. Consider for a mo- 
ment our present relations with French leaders, banned 
from the Moscow talks, marooned in a sort of north African 
illegitimacy, one day recognized, the next day undermined. 
Or consider our relations with Italy, where we have given 
the Italian people good reason to be confused by our actions 
and by our inability to distinguish between our friends and 
our enemies. Or think of our dickering with the reactionary 
oligarchs of Spain, whom we appeased so long only to have 
Franco recognize the Japanese puppet in Manila. Or re- 
member the desperate putative dynasties and near-fascist 
parties some would like to have us bestow on a liberated 
Europe. Are these to be the tokens of our good faith which 
we show to the millions of Europeans who can now for the 
first time think not only of resistance, but of liberation also, 
and of the chance they want to help build a new world? 

To give them this chance is our responsibility. We cannot 
reject or postpone it. I was in the last war. I know the 
explosive demobilization of the spirit that follows the de- 
mobilization of men. We must be on guard against that 
demobilization. 

The Moscow conferences demonstrated that Russia, China, 
Great Britain and the United States can come to common 
accords. What should now be done is to enlarge the base 
of those accords to include economic as well as political and 
moral objectives. And also, in true democratic fashion, to 
enlarge vastly the participation in those accords—presently 
to the United Nations, eventually to all the nations! This 
is the next step toward the world we want. 


A year ago the understanding now reached by the four 
great powers at Moscow seemed to many an elusive dream. 
That today it is a hard political fact represents a triumph of 
the will of the people of the world. By their will the new 
and larger triumph can be won. 
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